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MONDAY, MAY 21, 1956 


Unitrep States SENATE, 
CoMMITTEE ON Pusiic Works, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PuBLIc BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 


Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., in room 412, Senate Office 
Building, the Hon. Pat McNamara (chairman of the subcommittee) 
presiding. 

Present: Senators McNamara and Hruska. 

Also present: Senator Hayden and Representative Van Zandt. 

Senator McNamara. The meeting will be in order, please. 

The committee is meeting this morning to consider S. 3704. We 
have copies of reports from the National Capital Planning Commission, 
from the Bureau of the Budget, and a report from the District Com- 
missioners to the Budget Bureau. That will be placed in the record. 

(The bill S. 3704 and reports referred to above are as follows:) 


[S. 3704, 84th Cong., 2d sess.] 


A BILL To authorize the acquisition of the remaining property in square 725 and the Pe rty in square 
724 in the District of Columbia for the purpose of extension of the site of the additional office building for 
the United States Senate or for the purpose of addition to the United States Capito] Grounds 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That in addition to the real property contained 
in square 725 in the District of Columbia heretofore acquired as a site for an 
additional office building for the United States Senate under the provisions of 
the Second Deficiency Appropriation Act, 1948, approved June 25, 1948 (62 Stat. 
1028), the Architect of the Capitol, under the direction of the Senate Office 
Building Commission, is hereby authorized to acquire, on behalf of the United 
States Sh purchase, condemnation, transfer, or otherwise, for purposes of exten- 
sion of such site or for additions to the United States Capitol Grounds, all other 
publicly or privately owned real property (including alleys or parts of alleys and 
streets) contained in said square 725 and all publicly or privately owned real 
err (including alleys or parts of alleys and streets) contained in square 724 
n the District of Columbia. 

Src. 2. For the purposes of this Act and of such Act of June 25, 1948, squares 
725 and 724 shall be deemed to extend to the outer face of the curbs of sidewalks 
surrounding such squares. 

Sec. 3. Any proceeding for condemnation brought under this Act shall be 
conducted in accordance with the Act entitled ‘‘An Act to provide for the acquisi- 
tion of land in the District of Columbia for the use of the United States’’, ap- 
proved March 1, 1929 (16 D. C. Code, sees. 619-644). 

Sec. 4. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, any real property owned 
by the United States and contained in squares 725 and 724 shall upon request 
of the Architect of the Capitol, made with the approval of the Senate Office 
Building Commission, be transferred to the jurisdiction and control of the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol, and any alley, or part thereof, contained in such squares, shall 
be closed and vacated by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia in ac- 
cordance with any request therefor made by the Architect of the Capitol with the 
approval of such Commission. 
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Sec. 5. Upon acquisition of any real sewn ursuant to this Act, the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol, when directed by the Senate Off ffice Building Commission to so 
act, is authorized to provide for the demolition and removal of any buildings or 
other structures on, or constituting a part of, such property and, pending demoli- 
tion, to lease any or all of such property for such periods and under such terms 
and conditions as he may deem most advantageous to the United States and to 
provide for the maintenance and protection of such property. 

Sec. 6. The jurisdiction of the Capitol Police shall extend over any real property 
acquired under this Act. 

Sec. 7. The Architect of the Capitol, under the direction of the Senate Office 
Building Commission, is authorized to enter into contracts and to make such other 
expenditures, including expenditures for personal and other services, as may be 
necessary to carry out the purposes of this Act. 

Sec. 8. The appropriation of such sums as may be necessary to carry out the 
provisions of this Act is hereby authorized. 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
BUREAU OF THE BUDGET, 
May 11, 1956. 
Hon. DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
Chairman, Commiitee on Public Works, 
United States Senate. 


My Dear Mr. CnrarrMan: This will acknowledge receipt of your request of 
April 24, 1956, for the views of the Bureau of the Budget on 8. 3704, to authorize 
the acquisition of the remaining property in square 725 and the property in 
square 724 in the District of Columbia for the purpose of extension of the site of 
the additional office building for the United States Senate or for the purpose of 
addition to the United States Capitol Grounds. 

In connection with our consideration of this bill we requested the views of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and copies of their reply are enclosed. 
We believe that the suggestions made by the Commissioners merit favorable 
consideration. 

Subject to the above comment, the Bureau of the Budget would have no ob- 
jection to the enactment of 8. 3704. 

Sincerely yours, 
Percy Rappaport, Assistant Director. 


May 10, 1956. 
Hon. Rocrer W. Jongs, 
Assistant Director, Legislative Reference, 
Executive Office of the President, 
Bureau of the Budget, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Jones: Pursuant to your letter dated April 27, 1956, requesting 
the views of the Board of Commissioners on 8. 3704, a bill to authorize the acqui- 
sition of the remaining property in square 725 and the property in square 724 
in the District of Columbia for the purpose of extension of the site of the additional 
office building for the United States Senate or for the purpose of addition to the 
United States Capitol Grounds, it is suggested that section 2 of the bill be amended 
as follows: Page 2, line 12, strike the words ‘‘of sidewalks’’. 

This deletion would serve to clarify the intent of section 2. 

Our master highway plan calls for a widening of D Street in the area included 
in the bill, and in order to conform to this plan the south curb of D Street is to 
be removed to a point four feet south of the present curb line. Therefore, in 
order to conform 8. 3704 to the present highway plan of the District of Columbia, 
it is suggested that the following proviso be added to section 2: Page 2, line 13, 
immediately before the period, insert a semicolon and the following words: 
‘Provided, That the north boundary of square 724 shall be deemed to extend to a 
point four feet south of the outer face of the existing south curb of D Street in 
said square’’. 

It is noted that section 6 of the proposed bill extends the jurisdiction of the 
Capitol Police to any real property acquired under the bill. It is further noted 
that section 1 contemplates that the land acquired pursuant to this bill shall be 
for the purposes of extension of the site of the additional office building for the 
United States Senate or for additions to the United States Capitol Grounds. 

Public Law 785, 80th Congress, in providing for the acquisition of the present 
site (west half of square 725) for the additional office building for the United States 
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Senate contains a proviso to the effect that upon completion of the project, the 
building and the grounds and the sidewalks surrounding the same shall be subject 
to the provisions of the act of July 31, 1946 (60 Stat. 718), in the same manner 
and to the same extent as the present Senate Office Building and the grounds and 
sidewalks surrounding the same. 

The act of July 31, 1946, is an act to define the area of the United States Capitol 
Grounds and to regulate the use thereof, and for other purposes. It is suggested, 
that since the west half of square 725 is, by the provisions of Public Law 785, 80th 
Congress within the area of the United States Capitol Grounds, the area defined 
in 8. 3704 be also included in the area of the United States Capitol Grounds. It 
is therefore suggested that S. 3704 be amended to contain the following proviso 
at the end of section 1: Page 2, line 9, immediately before the period, insert a 
semicolon and the following language: ‘‘Provided, That upon the acquisition of 
such real property by the Architect of the Capitol on behalf of the United States, 
such property shall be subject to the provisions of the Act of July 31, 1946 (60 
Stat. 718) in the same manner and to the same extent as the present Senate 
Office Building and the grounds and sidewalks surrounding the same”’. 

Subject to the above recommended amendments the Commissioners have no 
objection to 8. 3704. 

Yours very sincerely, 
Davip B. Karrick. 
Acting President, Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 


NATIONAL CAPITAL PLANNING COMMISSION, 
May 9, 19584. 
Hon. Dennis CHAVEZ, 
Chairman, Committee on Public Works, United States Senate, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR CHAVEZ: The National Capital Planning Commission at its 
meeting on May 4, 1956, was pleased to consider your request for a report and 
comment on the bill you introduced jointly with Senator Bridges, 8S. 3704, to 
authorize the acquisition of the remaining property in square 725 and the prop- 
erty in square 724 in the District of Columbia for the purpose of extension of the 
site of the additional office building for the United States Senate or for the 
purpose of addition to the United States Capitol Grounds 

The Commission believes that both these squares in their entirety should be 
added to the Capitol Grounds for the following reasons: 

1. To protect the old and new Senate Office Buildings from adverse or undesir- 
able developments on adjoining properties or frontages. 

2. To hold these properties in reserve for possible future expansion. 

3. To save the added costs of future acquisition due to rising land values and 
inevitable improvements which otherwise would occur on these squares. 

In this connection, the Commission suggests that consideration be given to 
the longer range but similar objectives of its East Capitol Street plan, a proposal 
which seems to have recurrent favor and which is in harmony with the purposes 
of 8. 3704. The recent completion of the East Capitol Street bridge again 
brings to the front some of the related features of this plan, which can be carried 
out only with congressional approval. 

Under the original plan of this city, the Capitol was built facing the level 
plateau to the east. This is the natural direction for expansion of the legislative 
establishment or for functions related to or harmonious with the legislative arm 
of the Government. 

A copy of the Commission’s most recent version of the central area plan is 
attached. 

The Bureau of the Budget advises that it has no objection to the submission 
of the above report. 

Sincerely yours, 
JoHN NOLEN, Jr., Director. 


Senator McNamara. We are fortunate to have with us this morn- 
ing, the distinguished Senator from Arizona, chairman of the most 
important committee around here, I believe, to most of us in the 
Senate, Senator Hayden. We will be glad to hear from him at this 
time. 
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STATEMENT OF HON. CARL HAYDEN, A UNITED STATES SENATOR 
FROM THE STATE OF ARIZONA 


Senator Haypren. Mr. Chairman, at the time Senator Bridges and 
I introduced the bill, S. 3704 on April 23, 1956, I made a statement on 
the Senate floor explaining the purposes of the bill in detail, so I will 
speak only briefly today. 

The bill is for the purpose of obtaining authority for the acquisition 
by Congress of 1% squares of real property to provide an adequate and 
proper site for the Senate Office Building now under construction, 
and to extend the Capitol Grounds, (1) to improve and make its 
shape more practical and usable, (2) to insure protection of it and its 
buildings from private development, and (3) to afford room for future 
expansion of legislative facilities. 

The past delay in authorizing this acquisition has resulted in a rise 
in value of three to four hundred percent. Further delay will result 
in a greater increase in the value of this square and a half, of from 
5 million to 6 million dollars because of proposed or anticipated new 
buildings in the near future. 

Mr. Chairman, it is obvious that the future expansion of legislative 
facilities must be met by enlargement of the present Capitol Grounds 
by acquiring adjacent land and not by land located somewhere else 
which might be considerably cheaper, as may be done for some other 
governmental agencies or establishments which may be spread to two 
or more locations. Therefore, Congress should exercise foresight and 
secure the land in question before it is redeveloped for use as national 
organizational headquarters, or with large apartment houses and 
other expensive modern private buildings. For example, plans were 
complete to construct an apartment building at a cost of $1,500,000 
on a portion of the land recently acquired for the third House Office 
Building. Since World War II considerable new building and restora- 
tion has taken place adjacent to and near the Capitol Grounds. 

It would be extremely unwise and poor planning to build the new 
Senate Office Building, a $20 million project, on one-half of a square 
and have one side of that building virtually touching many other 
buildings of various sizes and shapes. United States Capitol buildings 
should certainly be separated from private development by no less 
than a street and some yard or ground area. Likewise, in addition 
to the need for enlarging the Capitol Grounds for future building 
expansion and present as well as future parking facilities, the bound- 
aries of the grounds should be regular without peninsular or thumb- 
like indentations the size of a city square projecting into them. Much 
of the area in question lying between the new Senate Office Building 
and the portion of the present Capitol Grounds bordered by Second 
Street and D Street is already zoned commercial and being used in 
that manner. Such a projection will also impose difficult police 
problems. 

The automobile parking situation on Capitol Hill is virtually 
impossible. Even with a whole square of the Capitol Grounds used 
as a Senate parking lot and most of the streets and drives on the 
Senate side of the Capitol Grounds—a total of 861 spaces—reserved 
for employees, there is still a dearth of spaces for the more than 2,200 
Senate employees and about 400 employees of the Architect on the 
Senate side and several hundred others working daily at the Senate, 
such as press and radio correspondents. 
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Almost no space is available for visitors on business or sightseers 
from all over the country. It is not fair for citizens to be forced at all 
times to take a cab or walk a mile or so merely to see their Capitol. 
At least two tiers of parking areas should be constructed below the 
surface in square 725 to the east of and connected with the new Senate 
Office Building. 

Mr. Stewart, the Architect of the Capitol, will present and explain 
an amendment we have worked out together since the introduction of 
the bill, which should be adopted to incorporate into the Capitol 
Grounds certain streets that would be physically within the grounds 
if the bill is enacted. The responsibility for maintenance and certain 
other jurisdiction would remain with the District Commissioners but 
the Capital police authority could also patrol them. I might add that 
the District of Columbia Commissioners will also recommend certain 
amendments which Mr. Stewart will discuss. 

I would like to read a letter from A. G. McCarthy, Jr., president 
of Capital Properties, Inc. It is addressed to me, dated May 17. 


Dear SENATOR: For more than 50 years the Capitol Hill area, particularly 
» the vicinity of the Senate Office Building, has been the world’s most publicized 
slum. 

Some 4 years ago, we decided that private enterprise, working without Govern- 
ment subsidy or assistance of any kind, could improve the Capitol area for the 
edification of both American and foreign visitors to Washington. Since that 
time, we have purchased for improvement a substantial amount of property on 
Capitol Hill. 

Rbout 2 years ago, we assembled a building site on the House side of the Capitol 
and programed a multistoried elevator apartment for construction. The Archi- 
tect of the Capitol learned of our plans and Congress decided to condemn the 
land for expansion of the Capitol. 


That is the building, the million and a half dollars apartment 
building, that I mentioned in my remarks. 


At the same time, we purchased about 20 plots on the Senate side of the Capitol 
including all of Schott’s Alley and a commercial building at 119 D Street. Sub- 
stantial sums of money have already been spent in improving these properties. 
We understand you have introduced a bill providing for the condemnation of this 
area. As good Americans we are delighted to see any improvement of the Capitol. 
As we have programed further improvement of our property, it now becomes a 
question of which Congress desires, our private improvement or governmental 
improvement. Obviously, it is unfair to expect us to invest in, maintain, and pay 
taxes on property and not make it economically useful because of possible future 
Government use. 

We are planning on improvement of our D Street property by construction of 
a modern office building at a probable cost of $2 million. Because of the intro- 
duction of your bill and the apparent better use the Government can make of the 
property, we will suspend activity until the adjournment of the present session 
of Congress. If Congress does not enact your bill, we will assume there is no 
objection to our contemplated construction. 


It seems to me the gentleman has acted in a very patriotic manner 
and has presented a phase of the problem that confronts us with 
respect to this bill. Either the Government should take over this 
land and improve it or allow somebody else to do so. 

Now, I also have a letter that I would like to read to the com- 
mittee. It is from the Society for the Preservation of Maryland 
Antiquities, Towson, Md. 

Dear SENATOR HaypEN: In regard to the Alva Belmont House in Washington, 
which this society is strongly interested in preserving, we are informed that you 


have introduced an amendment to S. 3704 with the object of saving this important 
historic landmark from destruction. 


77963—56——2 
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We want to express our appreciation to you for this action and our sincere hope 
that the Senate Committee on Public Works, at its meeting on May 21, will 
support the effort being madf to save this house, which was erected on a site 
which originally was a part off Maryland. The few worthy remaining houses of 
this historic era are irreplacealple. 

Necessary or desirable plai}s for the future, with few exceptions, can be so 
arranged to preserve for post¢rity the houses which have now become splendid 
monuments to our early American heritage. 






Now, when this matter|}was under consideration, when the bill was 
first introduced rather, I} made this statement on the floor of the 
Senate, which I would lik¢ to quote at this time: 

It might be well to add at this point that there is only one building in the entire 
area proposed to acquired for ~ use of the Senate that is of an historical character 
which suggests that it should hot be demolished. It occupies 15,017 square feet 
in square 725 in the southeastjcorner at Constitution Avenue and Second Street 
and is believed by some historians to be the oldest house in the District proper. 

Title to the property now r¢sts in the National Women’s Party of the United 
States, whose objective is to raise the status of women. During the course of the 
hearings on the bill now being introduced, the Senate Committee on Public Works, 
to which it will be referred, could very properly give consideration to the desir- 
ability of exempting that particular part of square 725. 

I want to point out we did not amend the bill. The bill is not 
changed and if this change is made, the committee will have to do so, 
by amending the bill on its own motion. 

My only suggestion, in respect to this matter, is that there should be 
a quantity of proof before the committee as to the historical value of 
the property. Those who are here representing the society will un- 
doubtedly be able to present that, and if the committee is satisfied 
that it is a monument of antiquity, so to speak, that should be pre- 
served, it would be all right with me to do so. However, you should 
have adequate proof. 

Senator McNamara. I take it from your remarks, you are not 
advocating the amendment but you are saying you would have no 
opposition; is that your position? 

Senator Haypren. My position is, if they make a case that satisfies 
this committee, I will have no objection. If they do not make their 
case, then you should not allow the amendment. 

Senator McNamara. That is fine. 

Senator Haypen. Another witness who will appear here is Congress- 
man James E. Van Zandt, representing the Veterans of Foreign Wars. 
They plan a very elaborate memorial building between the two hotels 
and when this matter first came up, they were very much disappointed. 
I understand they had been raising money throughout the United 
States for this building. It is just another illustration of what has 
already happened to Schott’s Alley. What will happen, if an addi- 
tional large building, as indicated in Mr. McCarthy’s letter, is built 
and then we require it to be torn down and paid for? 

The matter should be determined now whether they should have 
an opportunity to occupy that site. I might add, at the time the bill 
was introduced, I sent copies of the bill and of the statement I made on 
the floor of the Senate, to the National Capital Planning Commission, 
and favorable action was taken of their meeting on May 9. Copies 
were sent by the chairman of this committee to the Director of the 
Budget, and he has submitted a favorable report on the bill, recom- 
mending certain changes in the bill, proposed by the Board of Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia. 
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I hope the committee will report the bill with the proposed amend- 
ment at an early date so it may be enacted at this session of Congress. 

I thank you for your courtesy, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you, Senator Hayden. I am sure your 
testimony is going to be very helpful to us. We appreciate your being 
here. 

Senator Haypen. I regret that Senator Bridges was absent today. 
He desired me to say that he heartily supports the bill and would like 
to see it reported early. 

Senator McNamara. Do you expect he will appear before the com- 
mittee later or just send us a statement? 

Senator Haypen. I am not sure. Undoubtedly, he will send you a 
statement to include in the record. 

Senator McNamara. We would be glad to have you stay with us 
while we listen to the Architect of the Capitol and anybody else. 

Senator Haypen. Unfortunately, I have some committee business. 

Senator McNamara. Thanks again. 

Mr. J. George Stewart, Architect of the Capitol. I see you have a 
prepared statement. Do you want to read if all or do you want to 
summarize it for us, whatever you like. 

Me. Stewart. I think maybe I will do both. 

Senator McNamara. All right. 


STATEMENT OF J. GEORGE STEWART, ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL, 
ACCOMPANIED BY CHARLES A. HENLOCK, ADMINISTRATIVE 
OFFICER, OFFICE OF ARCHITECT OF CAPITOL 


Mr. Stewart. At this time, Mr. Chairman, I would like to present 
the amendments that have been agreed on in part by the District of 
Columbia Commissioners and also an amendment that is offered at 
the instigation of Senator Hayden and Senator Bridges, which pertains 


to the police powers over the streets adjoining it, if I might present 
that now for the record. 


Senator McNamara. Thank you. It will be made a part of the 
record. 


(The amendments referred to above are as follows:) 


ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL, 
May 18, 1956. 


PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO S8. 3704, 84TH CONGRESS 


Page 2, line 9, immediately before the period, insert a semicolon and the 
following language: 

“Provided, That upon the acquisition of such real property by the Architect 
of the Capitol on behalf of the United States, such property shall be subject to 
the provisions of the Act of July 31, 1946 (60 Stat. 718) in the same manner and 
to the same extent as the present Senate Office Building and the grounds and 
sidewalks surrounding the same’’. 

Page 2. line 12, strike the words “‘of sidewalks’’. 

Page 2, line 13, immediately before the period, insert a semicolon and the 
following words: 

“Provided, That the north boundary of square 724 shall be deemed to extend 
to a point four feet south of the outer face of the existing south curb of D Street 
in said square’’. 

Page 3, line 15, add the following language at the end of section 6: 

“Upon completion of the acquisition of all properties in Squares 724 and 725, 
herein authorized to be acquired, the following streets shall become a part of the 
United States Capitol Grounds and as such shall be subject to the provisions of 
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Public Law 570, 79th Congress, as amended: First Street NE., between Con- 
stitution Avenue and D Street; C Street NE., between First and ‘Second Streets; 
D Street NE., between First and Second Streets. Such streets shall continue 
under the jurisdiction and control of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
and said Commissioners shall continue to be responsible for the maintenance and 
improvement thereof, except that the Capitol Police Board shall have exclusive 
charge and control over the parking and impounding of vehicles on such streets 
and the Capitol Police shall be responsible fer the enforcement of such parking 
regulations as may be promulgated by the Capitol Police Board.” 

As Architect of the Capitol, I fully endorse and urge the enactment 
of S. 3704, 84th Congress, a bill authorizing the Architect of the 
Capitol, under the direction of the Senate Office Building Commission, 
to acquire the east half of the square on which the New Senate Office 
Building is now being erected, known as square 725, and all of the 
square located immediately north of the new Senate Office Building, 
site, known as square 724. These property acquisitions are proposed 
as an extension of the New Senate Office Building site and as additions 
to the Capitol Grounds. 

The history of the continuous growth of the national population— 
of the continuous growth of the population of the city of Washington 
and its environs—and of the continuous growth of congressional re- 
quirements—makes it imperative for the Congress to provide itself 
with adequate space in the vicinity of the Capitol to permit its own 
inevitable future growth. 

The facts, supporting such need, cannot be escaped when it is con- 
sidered that the national] population increased from 122 million in 
1930 to 131 million in 1940—to 150 million in 1950—and to 162 
million in 1954— with the latest census prediction of a national popu- 
lation of 206 million by 1975; and that the population of the District 
of Columbia increased from 486,000 in 1930 to 663,000 in 1940, to 
802,000 in 1950, and to 853,000 in 1955; that the population of the 
WwW ashington metropolitan area was 1,840, 000 in 1955 and is predicted 
to rise to close to 4 million by 1975; that the Senate personnel totaled 
575 in 1909, 1,092 in 1949, 1, ,948 in 1954, and over 2,200 in 1956. 

All of these facts have an essential bearing on the availability, need, 
and use of property in the District of Columbia for the housing and 
office purposes, including the needs of the Senate. The trend, in recent 
yess, of labor and similar organizations to establish their national 

eadquarters buildings in the District of Columbia has also had its 
effect on property utilization and property values. 

Since World War II, the effect of these conditions has been noticeable 
in the vicinity of the Capitol. During this period there has been under 
way in the Southeast section of the city, in areas close to the Capitol, 
the restoration and improvement of old homes—in much the same 
manner as the restoration has been done in Georgetown. Improve- 
ments made have more than doubled property values. Removal of 
slums and obsolete dwellings from the southwest section of the city, 
close to the Capitol, under the District of Columbia redevelopment 
program, will undoubtedly result in further improvements and in- 
creased property values in other sections near the Capitol. The result 
of this activity to the south must be weighed in considering potential 
usages of properties in other nearby areas. The elimination of slum 
and blighted areas in the southwest section, with the resulting shift 
of population, has already resulted in increased activity in the real 
estate market in the Capitol Hill area. 
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Only 25 years ago 2 squares were acquired as a site for the New 
House Office Building for $1 million; 2 squares as a site for the Botani- 
cal Gardens for $981,000; 2 squares as a site for the annex to the 
Library of Congress for $921,000. In 1949, less than 20 years after 
these 3 building sites were acquired, the cost of acquiring only one- 
half of square 725 as a site for the New Senate Office Building amounted 
to $1 million. 

Even though allowances be made for any differences that may have 
existed in the areas and uses of these several squares at the time of 
their acquisition, the tremendous increase in property acquisition costs 
within the past 25 years remains fully evident. 

Since World War II, monumental and other costly structures, 
affecting Capitol Hill property values, have been erected in areas in 
the vicinity of the Capitol. A continuation of this trend could, 
within the next 5 to 10 years, readily result in’ prohibitive acquisition 
costs for purchasing property close to the Capitol for purposes of 
expansion. 

y way of illustration, in 1946 the National Association of Letter 
Carriers purchased property located at First and Indiana Avenue NW.., 
fronting the Capitol Grounds, and in 1952 erected their national 
headquarters building on that site. 

In 1952-54, the Milk Drivers Union purchased property at Third 
and D Streets NW., and have erected their main headquarters building 
on that site. 

In 1952, the National Star Route Mail Carriers purchased property 
at 301 East Capitol Street, reportedly at a cost of $50,000. 

In 1949, the Satedtediiaat Brotherhood of Teamsters purchased 

roperty at the northwest corner of D Street and Louisiana Avenue 

W.., fronting the Capitol Grounds, at a cost of approximately $352,000, 
which had sold in 1946 for $268,000; and in 1955, erected their national 
headquarters building on that site. 

In 1954, the Acacia Life Insurance Co. further improved their 
property on Louisiana Avenue, fronting the Capitol Grounds, by 
erection of an annex building. 

In 1954, subsequent to the purchase of the west half of square 725 
as the site for the new Senate Office Building, the alley dwellings in 
Schott’s Court, located in the east half of square 725, were purchased 
by private interests and have since been completely rehabilitated and 
meres into deluxe living quarters—resulting in increased property 
value. 

In 1954, a 7-story brick office building, located in square 724, was 
purchased by private interests at a reported sales price of $250,000, 
and has since been completely renovated for use as a modern office 
building at a reported renovation cost of $675,000; and is now, 
reportedly, being leased to the Government at approximately $4 per 
square foot for the entire building. 

At the present time, the Continental Hotel, located at North 
Capitol and D Streets, has already started erection of a convention 
hall, as an addition to their hotel. 

At the present time, the large parcel of land on the north side of 
Louisiana Avenue, between First and Second Streets NW., now 
improved by a small gas station, is reportedly being offered for sale at 
$35 per square foot, 
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During the past 10 or 12 years, the Congressional Hotel has been 
erected in the square adjacent to the Old House Office Building, and 
the Coronet Apartments have been erected at Second and C Streets 
SE.—both in the vicinity of the Capitol. 

These conditions have already been recognized by the House, with 
respect to properties in the neighborhood of their office buildings. 
As a result of such recognition, in order to provide for immediate and 
future expansion on the House side of the Capitol, there was included 
in the Second Supplemental Appropriation Act, 1955, authority for 
the Architect of the Capitol to acquire, as a site for an additional 
House Office Building and for additions to the Capitol Grounds, any 
real property located south of Independence Avenue in the vicinity 
of the Capitol Grounds, as may be approved by the House Office 
Building Commission for such purposes. This act also appropriated 
funds for the immediate acquisition of properties in four squares in 
the immediate vicinity of the House Office Buildings, within the 
general area authorized to be acquired. This action insured the 
immediate acquisition of properties surrounding present House Office 
Building properties, in which present and future expansion would 
normally occur. 

This action on the part of the House has already resulted in the 
saving of more than $1,500,000 in the acquisition of the triangular 
square bounded by Delaware Avenue, C Street, and Canal Street 
SW. ‘This square was acquired by the Architect of the Capitol in 
September 1955 under the authority of the Additional House Office 
Building Act. At the time of acquisition of this square by the 
Government, a private corporation which had purchased this square 
in 1954 had completed plans for the erection thereon of an eight-story 
and basement air-conditioned apartment building. The building, as 
planned, was to contain 198 apartment units, and was to be erected 
at a cost of over $1,500,000. This square was acquired by the 
Government at a cost of less than $200,000. Had this square not 
been purchased by the Government before erection of the proposed 
apartment building, the acquisition cost would have, undoubtedly, 
been in the neighborhood of $2 million. 

Action previously taken by the House with respect to acquisition 
of the site for the New House Office Building in 1929-30 has also, 
undoubtedly, resulted in substantial savings to the Government. As 
previously stated, two squares were acquired at that time at a cost of 
$1 million. Only 1 of the 2 squares was finally used for the erection 
of the new building—the other square being held in reserve for future 
expansion needs, and in the past 10 years being temporarily used to 
provide interim automobile parking needs. This square will soon be 
used for construction of the additional House Office Building. 

The history of the Senate bears out the fact that at no time has the 
Senate ever been liberal or extravagant in providing accommodations 
for itself or its needs. 

From 1800 to 1895 the only accommodations provided for the 
Senate were those contained in the original north wing of the Capitol 
usually referred to as the Supreme Court section of the Capitol, and 
these quarters had to be shared with the Court until the Court moved 
into its own new building in 1935. 

In 1859 construction of the present Senate wing of the Capitol was 
completed and at that time the Senate occupied the additional quar- 
ters provided in that wing. By 1859 the number of Senators had 

















EXTENSION OF CAPITOL GROUNDS 11 


increased from 32 to 66, making urgent the need for the additional 
accommodations provided. For many years, Senators had to carry 
on office work at their desks in the Senate Chamber or in their homes 
or other private quarters. 

By 1891 lack of adequate space and committee accommodations 
had become so acute that the Senate, as a temporary expedient, as- 
sumed occupancy of the old Maltby Building, then located at the 
northwest corner of New Jersey Avenue and B Street NW. This 
was an old 5-story building, which was remodeled to provide 81 office 
rooms, and became known as the Senate Annex. 

In 1904 construction of the present Senate Office Building was 
authorized, and upon compietion of that building in 1909, the Senate 
vacated occupancy of the Maltby Building and moved into its present 
building. When constructed in 1904-09, only 3 wings were built, 1 
facing on Delaware Avenue, 1 on Constitution Avenue, and 1 on C 
Street. 

In 1931-33, the First Street wing of the Senate Office Building was 
erected, providing additional accommodations for the Senate. 

In 1948 construction of an additional office building was auth- 
orized. Construction was not commenced until 1955 and the building 
is due for completion in the spring of 1958. 

May I ask Mr. Henlock to finish reading the rest? 

Mr. Hentock. The new Senate Office Building, expected to be 
completed early in 1958, represents the only additional building 
accommodations provided the Senate during the past 25 years, even 
though Senate personnel has doubled in the past 6 vears and is, today, 
nearly 4 times the total personnel in 1909, and even though there has 
developed an ever-increasing demand by the public for space in com- 
mittee rooms to attend hearings. 

The fact that since 1910 the Federal budget has increased from 
approximately $1 billion to approximately $65 billion; that the 
executive branch of the Government has grown from approximately 
384,000 to 2,400,000 employees; that Congress has assumed many 
new fields of activity, such as income tax, social security, public 
housing, and atomic energy legislation, and that our participation in 
international affairs has been greatly broadened, are all factors com- 
pelling congressional growth to keep abreast of the workload imposed 
upon Senators and Senate committees in their rendition of the service 
to which the American people are properly entitled. 

Some further relief is expected to be provided through the projected 
extension of the east front of the Capitol but the working space which 
will be gained must be divided between the Senate and the House of 
Representatives. Delay in erecting the New Senate Office Building 
7 years ago has forced the Senate to operate under overcrowded, 
congested, inadequate, and inefficient conditions. 

The history of House needs has followed much the same pattern 
as those of the Senate. The original House Office Building was 
completed and occupied in 1908. Twenty-five years later, the New 
House Office Building was completed and occupied in 1933. And 
now, 25 years later, an additional House Office Building has been 
authorized and is in the planning stage. 

If past history may be used as a criterion for future congressional 
needs, then there remains no doubt but that the Senate will require 
additional space for further expansion in the not too distant future. 
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If the Senate does not see fit to acquire the east half of square 725 
and all of square 724 at this time and to have and hold these two 
squares for future expansion, then there is no effective means of pre- 
venting organizational headquarters buildings, office buildings, modern 
apartment houses, and other modern structures from being erected on 
these squares, or the purchase and improvement of properties by 
speculators—resulting in a soaring of property values. 

If arrangements for acquisition of the properties in these squares 
are not made now, there is every indication that within the next 4 or 
5 years the acquisition of these squares will cost an additional $5 
million or $6 million. 

Undue delay can often prove very costly, as in the case of the New 
Senate Office Building now under construction. Building costs have 
been steadily on the rise for the last 8 years, with no indication of 
leveling off. 

The index of building costs shows that building costs advanced 
more than 30 percent between 1949—the year in which the construc- 
tion of the New Senate Office Building was stopped—and 1955—the 
year in which the contract for construction of the building was 
actually let. On a $20 million project, such as the New Senate Office 
Building, such a cost rise represents an increase of more than $5 
million—whether or not such additional cost is met through additional 
appropriations, or through curtailment of the extent of construction. 

Effective utilization presently can be made of the proposed acquisi- 
tion. At this time, there are available in the old and new areas of the 
Capitol Grounds a total of 861 automobile parking spaces for Senate 
employees housed in both the Capitol and Senate Office Buildings. 
All of these spaces have been assigned by the Sergeant at Arms of the 
Senate to Senate employees. The Sergeant at Arms has, however, 
actually had filed with him more than 2,000 applications for these 861 
spaces. There are approximately 2,200 officers and employees 
presently carried on Senate payrolls and this number is augmented 
to a total of more than 2,600 when there are added Senate Office 
Building employees under the Architect of the Capitol and other 
miscellaneous employees. The Sergeant at Arms now has on hand 
nearly 1,200 unfilled applications for parking spaces and the actual 
shortage in relation to total personnel is undoubtedly close to 1,500 
parking spaces. 

When construction was started on the New Senate Office Building, 
it was imperative to find space for the 420 automobiles that had been 
parked on the west half of the block. Congress last year authorized 
the temporary use of 171,200 square feet of the open space southeast 
of the Union Station and 320 automobiles owned by employees of the 
Senate are now parked there. This area should be restored to its 
former beauty as a part of the symmetry and design of the Capitol 
Grounds. 

The New Senate Office Building will contain approximately 200 
automobile parking spaces. Another 1,000 parking spaces can readily 
be provided by construction of a 2-tier underground garage in the 
east half of square 725, and the use of the surface above the garage, 
also, for parking purposes. Such construction would accommodate 
the very minimum needs of the Senate for automobile parking facilities 
at the present time. Eventually, this half of square 725, if acquired, 
would also be available for the construction of an underground 
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security vault and for future additions to the New Senate Office 
Building. 

Acquisition of the property at this time would reflect some savings 
by elimination of retaining walls that are now included in the New 
Senate Office Building contract. 

It might be well to add at this point that there is only one building 
in the entire area proposed to be acquired for the use of the Senate 
that is of a historical character which suggests that it should not be 
demolished. It occupies 15,017 square feet in square 725 in the south- 
east corner at Constitution Avenue and Second Street, and as previ- 
ously stated is believed by some historians to be the oldest house in the 
District proper. 

Title to the property now rests in the National Women’s Party of 
the United States, whose objective is to raise the status of women. 
Acquisition of this property would not necessitate the immediate 
dispossession of the present occupants. The Women’s Party could be 
permitted to remain in their present quarters for the next several years. 

Square 724 also is of immediate value to the Senate. This square 
directly north of the New Senate Office Building could in the near 
future offer a solution to the increasingly congested parking situation on 
Capitol Hill. In addition to those employed there, the Senate Office 
Building is daily frequented by hundreds of witnesses called or appear- 
ing before Senate committees and by other so-called customers such 
as the large numbers of tourists and other visitors to Senators’ offices. 
The large numbers of these persons driving their cars to the Hill are 
in competition for parking spaces with those residents of the District 
attempting to use facilities of the city post office and Union Station. 
This square could ultimately provide 1,000 or more offstreet parking 
spaces. 

A word should be said about parking congestion. It is my belief 
that the United States Senate must eventually face, if it does not act 
with foresight now, an acute parking problem which will choke up 
traffic conditions in the vicinity of the Capitol. 

The Highway Research Board of the National Research Council of 
the American Academy of Sciences has made a survey and study of the 
automobile parking situation on a national basis. They find that 
more and more local governments are finding it sound administration 
to establish ordinance provisions, through zoning regulations, govern- 
ing offstreet parking in connection with public buildings. Their report 
indicates that more than 300 deaaditialsttes now have ordinance pro- 
visions relating to the provision of parking space; also, that it is the 
consensus of expert opinion that the proper dimension of a parking 
space is 180 square feet, net, exclusive of access or maneuvering area, 
ramps, or columns. 

The Highway Research Board, organized in 1920, is an agency of 
the National Research Council established in 1916 as a branch of the 
National Academy of Sciences established in 1863. The Academy 
is a private, nonprofit organization of scientists, dedicated to the 
furtherance of science and to its use for the general welfare. It is a 
recognized body whose findings merit consideration. 

In its report, the Council further points out that over 41 million 
public, private and commercial motor vehicles now operate in the 
United States, and the great majority of these seek places to park in 
connection with most of their travel; that the vast registration of 
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motor vehicles is well distributed among the thousands of local units 
in the United States, and most of these units have parking problems 
of varying magnitude. The Council finds that commendable progress 
is now being made in the recognition of the merits of land-use control 
in requiring the provision of offstreet automobile parking facilities. 
The report states: 

It is sheer extravagance to create a new use or build a new structure without 
making adequate provision for the parking space that will be needed inevitably 
in connection therewith. 

The same theme is stressed in an article entitled ‘How To Solve the 
Parking Problem,” printed in the U. S. News & World Report for 
April 13, 1956. The statement is made that in 88 major cities 
offstreet spaces are now available for 2.4 million cars. About 50 
cities require some parking facilities to be constructed as a part of all 
new office buildings, hotels, apartment houses, department stores, and 
other like construction. The Senate should rec ognize the existence 
of the problem and act accordingly. 

Mr. Srewart. Aside from the parking problem which I feel will 
eventually confront the Senate in a most acute form and the uses to 
which I have suggested the proposed property acquisitions might be 
put in the near future, there remains the paramount purpose and 
justification for acquisition now—inevitably future expansion and cost. 

If the Senate agrees that the properties proposed to be acquired 
under S. 3704 are necessary for future expansion, then past experience 
and other facts of record certainly indicate that this is the opportune 
time to proceed with their acquisition. These properties should cer- 
tainly be put under Senate control at the present time, in order that 
the Senate may not be penalized by undue real-estate speculation and 
may be provided with additional ground for future expansion. 

With respect to the hotel properties in square 724, these hotels, if 
and when acquired by the Government, do not have to be torn down 
until the Government has actual need for the land now occupied by 
them. They can continue to be operated by private enterprise on a 
lease basis under terms sufficient to afford the Government at least 
as much revenue as now received through taxes on these properties. 

If there is any doubt as to the need of additional accommodations 
for the Senate, then I need but remind the committee that, due to in- 
adequate housing accommodations, the Senate is now compelled to 
house 156 of its employees in the HOLC Building at 101 Indiana Ave- 
nue NW., and in the South Securities Exchange Building at 131 
Indiana Avenue NW.—requiring a total of 32,312 square feet of space 
in those 2 buildings. 

In my prepared speech, I would like to insert the following. It 
seers to me Congress is faced with these facts: No. 1, a well-defined 
cycle of growth has been apparent since the turn of the century. 

2. More and more, the trend of the use of private automobiles is 
becoming evident. 

An accelerated increase in their population seems indicated. 

Increased duties and responsibility of Congress, together with 
the necessary expansion of personnel seems imminent. 

The District of Columbia is now engaged in the study of adjusted 
zoning regulations to meet the expected increase in population and 
its effect it will have on the areas surrounding Capitol Hill. At the 
present time, intensive studies and coordinated thinking of planning 
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and traffic conditions are now going on by a committee composed of 
the District of Columbia Highway Department, the District of 
Columbia Highway Traffic and Vehicular Department, National 
Capitol Park Commission and the Office of the Architect of the Capitol. 
Especially, this committee wants to determine what impact the open- 
ing of the new East Capitol Street Bridge will have on the traffic 
on or near Capitol Hill; what will the projects for the express highways 
and the location of the inner loop now prepared—will they be 
adequate? Will it be necessary that the underground vehicular tubes 
be acquired to bypass all the traffic through our Capitol Grounds? 

These are only some of the problems that are under study. We 
believe that a growth in the expansion, both in buildings and per- 
sonnel, will be required about every 20 years, and that it might be 
well to look ahead even further and plan accordingly. This need is 
not confined to the needs of Congress only. I feel sure that in the not 
too distant future, an additional building will be required to house 
first, the administration section of the Supreme Court, and also an 
additional building for the Library of Congress. 

Also, there is on hand in the Treasury of the United States a con- 
siderable sum of money to beautify a tract of land to be purchased by 
the Government from the estate of the late Oliver Wendell Holmes. 

I have been repeatedly asked questions of this character to which 
I cannot give a firm answer. Recently, I was asked by a very promi- 
nent Member of the United States Senate: 

I want to buy a piece of ground and erect a house thereon or maybe buy an old 
house and recondition it. Where can I go where I won't be in the path of expan- 
sion and how long can I stay? 

Another, by a developer of properties in the vicinity of Capitol 


Hill: 


I have no desire to develop property and then find I have, because of my Gov- 
ernment, to spend extra dollars. Where can I develop and be reasonably sure 
that I can stay there for awhile? 

Recently, Congressman Van Zandt said to me, “George, if we have 
to move out of there, where can we go?” 

I can’t answer him now. 

No. 3, I have been asked by the owners of probably the oldest 
institution outside of the Capitol Building on Capitol Hill, what they 
would do if I could advise them in this way. They said, ‘‘We have 
an opportunity to purchase a tract of land, removed from the Capitol 
Grounds. Would it be wise for us to do so? Do you think the Gov- 
ernment will buy our property in the next 5 years?” 

These I cannot answer and I do not think anybody in Congress can. 
In all fairness, I believe we should put ourselves in a position where 
we can answer them. 

I have discussed these queries with some of the leaders of the Senate 
and House and at their suggestion, I am now in the process of preparing 
a master plan for the control, regulation, or acquisition of an area 
adjacent to the Capitol Grounds that will undoubtedly take care of 
not only our future expansion for years, but having such an approved 
plan for the Government, will be in a position to advise purchasers, 
developers, and others interested in this area, not only as to the prob- 
able longevity of their tenancy, but also the types of buildings that 
would be most desirable from the Government’s standpoint. Of 
course, when this comprehensive plan is completed, it might be hoped 
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it has the approval of the National Capital Park Commission, as 
well as the Commission on Fine Arts. 

Today, Mr. John Nolen of the National Capital Planning Commis- 
sion is here, Mr. Chairman, and we have a preliminary sketch—only 
preliminary—tbat has been prepared by them, in conjunction with 
the Architect of the Capitol, and I would like to leave it for the study 
of your committee. 

Senator McNamara. We would be glad to have it. 

Mr. Srewart. And, since it is entirely preliminary, I would not 
like it to be printed as a matter of record because it is subject to other 
expansions and perfections. 

I might say, in conclusion—— 

Senator McNamara. While you are on the business of this map or 
plan that you suggest be left with us, you made reference to the fact 
that you are preparing a master plan. Do you have any timetable 
on it? When do you think it will be available for the committee? 

Mr. Srewart. John, have you a guess? 

Mr. Noten. Another couple of months. 

Senator McNamara. It would not be in time for this session? 

Mr. Stewart. We hope to have it for this session. 

Senator McNamara. Two months? 

Mr. Stewart. We hope to have it before the end of the session. 
It is quite involved. 

Senator McNamara. I am sure it is quite a job. : 

Mr. Srewart. In conclusion, I would like to say it is academic 
that good planning is expensive but it does represent the difference 
between the joys and sorrows of tomorrow. 

I thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator McNamara. Do you have any questions, Senator Hiuska? 

Senator Hruska. I was wondering, Mr. Stewart, why was not the 
east half of block 725 acquired at the time the west half was bought? 

Mr. Stewart. Senator, I was not in this office at that time and I 
can only speak from just what has been reported to me. I believe 
there was some controversy over, first, the needs of the building itself 
and I imagine it was a sort of compromise in order to get the building 
on half of the lot and not fight for all of it at that time. I am not too 
familiar with it. 

Senator Hruska. And the west half was bought when, 1949? 

Mr. Stewart. 1948-49. 

Senator Hruska. On the last page of your prepared statement, you 
refer to the space taken by some Senate employees in other locations, 
HOLC Building, the South Securities Exchange Building, and so on. 
How much of that will be taken care of when the new Senate Office 
Building is completed? 

Mr. Stewart. Of course, you understand, the Senate Rules Com- 
mittee has charge of all space. I think there will be ample space to 
take care of them at that time in this additional building. I inserted 
that, Senator, for the express purpose of showing continuity of growth, 
both personnel and activities of the Senate. 

Senator Hruska. Is it the present plan to raze all the buildings on 
the square and a half you propose for acquisition at once? 

Mr. Stewart. Senator, some of them, yes. Of course, the control 
of any operations on this is in the hands of the present Senate Office 
Building Commission under this bill, so I would work in conjunction 
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with them. It is under their direction, but I would strongly recom- 
mend that some of the buildings be taken down. As a matter of fact, 
in the very near area, right immediately adjacent to that area, there 
is 1 condemned building and 14 other buildings that are substandard 
that are on the verge of being condemned and one of those happens 
to be in that block. 

Senator Hruska. There are two exceptions you have here 
hotel property? 

Mr. Stewart. The hotel properties could well be utilized. There is 
no desire, from the Senate Building Commission nor myself to destroy 
any private enterprise until such time as we see we want it. I may 
at this time show you, Senator, and leave with the committee, this 
map, showing you the location of this area. 

This [indicating on the map] is your present Senate Office Building 
here. This is the half which they want to acquire. This is lot 724. 
This blue line now [indicating] shows the outlines of our Capitol 
Grounds. It shows this property sticking right in there. If these 
were acquired, the only other piece of property that would not be in 
the so-called block of this area here, would be the area where the 
Methodist Building is. 

This over here [indicating] shows what has been recently acquired. 
This is on the House side for their expansion. 

Senator Hruska. How recently? 

Mr. Stewart. This year and last year. This is under their new 
program over there, which we are building on—these two lots here 
an additional House Office Building, and utilizing this, temporarily, 
for parking areas. 

Senator Hruska. Is 636, the present parking area? 

Mr. Stewart. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hruska. That will be reserved for that purpose? 

Mr. Stewart. No, sir, building on that. There will be three 
buildings—closing Delaware Avenue here. These will be landscaped 
eventually. 

I will leave this map with the committee so you can see the con- 
formity that it shows. 

Senator McNamara. I will be glad to have it. 

Do you have any further questions, Senator? 

Senator Hruska. No further questions at this time. 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Stewart, you made reference to the 
National Women’s Party Building. You say acquisition of this 
property would not necessitate the immediate disposition of the 
present occupants. The Women’s Party could be permitted to re- 
main in their present quarters for the next several years. We take it 
from that that you are recommending that we acquire title to the 
property, that they would continue on as tenants, as you say, for 
several years. Is that the sense of your recommendation? 

Mr. Stewart. Yes, Senator, in this way. You could get in quite 
an argument with historical groups as to the degree of history in 
every building. We probably have an outstanding example of a 
perfect historical building, such as Independence Hall or buildings 
that have been restored to their original conception, used as museums 
or something like that. 

Recently, in the State of Delaware, they decided to restore the 
central portion of the old courthouse in New Castle to the appearance 
in 1804. 
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The history of this building, from its acquisition by the National 
Women’s Party by Mrs. Belmont, at the time the negotiations were 
going on for the Supreme Court Building, were such that it was a 
building that had first fallen into disuse, then reconditioned by 
Senator from Vermont, I believe Senator Dale, and afterward it 
was acquired and given to them. 

Now, the building that sat on the site of the Supreme Court 
Building, whether they did it right or wrong, I am not here to criticize, 
was in someone’s opinion, quite historical because it was the old brick 
Capitol where the Congress of the United States met from the time 
that the British burned the Capitol, our Capitol, in 1814, until such 
time as it was restored. However, it was demolished. 

In our master plan and in our thinking with the National Capital 
Parks and Planning Commission, we, as representatives, would 
probably recommend this to the Congress, that after our so-called 
panel growth that will be necessary, that is, to open up the Capitol 
Grounds and to take care of our surface traffic that might be increased 
by the addition of the East Capitol Street traffic, that. adjoining that, 
there should be areas where organizations, such as the VFW, who 
find themselves in this position, that we could say, ‘““You can go here,”’ 
or a church does not have to be moved now, but ultimately, whether 
by outgrowth or destroyed by fire or something els2, we have a piece 
of property that we can say to the historical groups, ‘“‘Well, ladies and 
gentlemen, we want your ground. We know you have a building. 
Tt has a certain degree of historical value. Let us take your ground, 
but here is property where we feel reasonably sure you can be for 
250 years,’ and through the generosity of the C ongress, if they can 
make a case that it is stric tly and very much a historical building, 
probably X number of dollars could be appropriated to it. 

We can get what we want and they could get at least the building 
that is historical. 

Now, up until the present time, the Congress has had no overall 
plan. If they had had one, we would never have had the Congressional 
Hotel, which, in 10 years, is now in our path of growth. So, it is with 
that purpose, that the National Capital Park and Planning Commission 
and our Office, along with the Fine Arts Commission and the District, 
are trying to get something that we can at least say, ‘This is our yard,” 
and we can, I think, satisfy the historical ones and not cause the 
churches any embarrassment and we can take care of all our needs 
for years to come. 

Now, if that is a recommendation, Mr. Chairman, that is my 
thinking in back of it. 

Senator McNamara. Very good. Now, you indicate that in rela- 
tion to the hotel— 


* * * these hotels, when acquired by the Government, do not have to be torn 


down until the Government has actual need for the land now oceupied by them. 
They can continue to be operated by private enterprise on a lease basis * * * 

Do you think this would be better than letting the present operators 
continue until there is actual need for the land with the understanding 
that when the time came, it would be sold and owned by the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. Stewart. That is right. I would certainly agree to it if there 
was any way at all, possibly through negotiation for the exe hange or 
the sale of the property. Now, we are talking about the hotel property 
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which would be offered to the Government at an agreed sum of some 
description, to take it out of the realm of any real-estate speculation, 
whichever would be the better for the Government, and the Govern- 
ment would be protected and also private enterprise. 

Senator McNamara. You sort of have an open mind on that? 

Mr. Stewart. I have an open mind on that. 

Senator McNamara. Have you prepared an estimate or has any- 
body else prepared an estimate as to the 1956 value of this property? 

Mr. Stewart. We have a spot appraisal that was made and works 
on the basis of a formula that was used as a basis for the acquisition 
of this land in 1948, the land on the House side. We have not engaged 
any appraisers to go down and actually look at the buildings. It is 
fairly close. 

Senator McNamara. Would it be advisable to have that done for 
the benefit of the committee, do you think, at this time or not? 
Should we not know how much money we are talking about in the 
acquisition of this? 

Mr. Srewart. The sum is between four and one-half and five million 
dollars. 

Senator McNamara. You say at this time it appears that a reason- 
able estimate of the property value would be $5 million? 

Mr. Stewart. Based on a formula which has proven to be quite 
accurate. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you very much. 

Senator Hruska. How nearly did the formula work out in your 
preliminary estimates for the actual acquisition costs on the House 
side? 

Mr. Stewart. Within 5 percent. 

Senator Hruska. Was that done by negotiation or by condemna- 
tion? 

Mr. Stewart. It was condemnation, but I might state this, that 
the Department of Justice and the Architect’s Office and House 
Building Commission are very proud of the record. We have not 
had a court case in the acquisition of over $34 million worth of ground, 
so everybody seems to be satisfied. 

Senator Hruska. Was the unhappiness fairly evenly distributed, 
Mr. Stewart? [Laughter.] 

Senator McNamara. Is that all, Senator? 

Senator Hruska. That is all. 

We have a statement by Senator Bridges we would like to put in 
the record at this time. It seems to concur generally with the one 
made by Senator Hayden. 

(The statement referred to above is as follows:) 


STATEMENT OF SENATOR STYLES BRIDGES (REPUBLICAN, NEw HAMPSHIRE 


Mr. Chairman, I appreciate having the opportunity to present my views on 
8. 3704. 

I would like to say at the outset that Senator Hayden, in his remarks on the 
floor of the Senate on April 23, 1956, gave an informed and detailed analysis of 
the problem which this bill is designed to correct. I hope the committee will 
have opportunity to study his statement. 

In view of Senator Hayden’s thorough explanation at the time the bill was in- 
troduced, and the further fact that the Architect of the Capitol is prepared to 
provide any statistical material which the committee may require, I do not 
propose to burden the record unnecessarily. I am in complete agreement with 
Senator Hayden with respect to the necessity for enacting this bill, and would 
like to state very briefly 1 or 2 of the particular reasons for my position, 
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The purpose of S. 3704 is to acquire the real property contained in square 724 
in the District of Columbia, as well as the remainder of the real property con- 
tained in square 725. It is proposed that the United States acquire this property 
now, in anticipation of future needs, before increasing property values in the 
area of the Capitol Grounds reach unreasonable and prohibitive limits. 

I believe that our experience with the new Senate Office Building should in 
itself alert us to the fact that delay in this matter could be costly and extravagant. 
As members of the committee know, plans were developed about 7 years ago to 
proceed with the construction of additional office facilities for the Senate. This 
entirely necessary project is now under construction, but even the lapse of a 
few short years has resulted in sharply increased costs. If additional facilities 
are needed a few years hence, and we fairly can anticipate that they may be, we 
readily may speculate as to the tremendous costs which could be involved. 

In this connection, our historical development makes it evident that we will, 
in all likelihood, be faced with additional congressional requirements, and that 
those requirements will have to be satisfied. As has been pointed out, the number 
of employees of the Senate alone has nearly quadrupled since the turn of the 
century. As our country continues to grow in population, so will the demands 
for congressional service grow in proportion. Accordingly, it is entirely foresee- 
able that the Senate may require even more office facilities at some time in the 
future. 

I have no reservations as to the advisability of preparing for this eventuality. 
We simply must acquire reasonable amounts of property as security against our 
inevitable needs in the years ahead. I am perfectly certain that failure to take 
timely action in this regard could mean that eventual property acquisition would 
involve the expenditure of several million dollars more than is necessary. 

In brief, Mr. Chairman, I feel strongly that the Congress has an obligation to 
the taxpayers to anticipate this problem of space congestion and rising costs. If 
the committee agrees with the position taken by Senator Hayden and myself, 
that acquisition of the properties referred to in this bill is a matter of eventual 
necessity. it seems very clear to me that we should proceed in the immediate future 
and avoid the added costs which can only result from delay. I know, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the committee will give this bill its thorough consideration and hope 


that you will report favorably upon it. 
Senator McNamara. Next on our list is Mr. John Nolen, National 
Capital Planning Commission. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN NOLEN, NATIONAL CAPITAL PLANNING 
COMMISSION 


Senator McNamara. Good morning. I take it, this is the map 
[indicating] that the Architect made reference to? 

Mr. Nouen. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. You did not want to put it in the record at 
this time but it is to be kept for use of the committee. Is that your 
understanding? 

Mr. Noten. That is my understanding. 

Senator Hayden referred to a report which the National Capital 
Planning Commission has submitted, endorsing the proposal in the 
bill that he and Senator Bridges introduced. I presume that has been 
entered in the record? 

Senator McNamara. That has. 

Mr. Nouen. I thought in addition to referring to the plan, that 
Mr. Stewart has mentioned, and explaining it, it might be of interest 
to the committee to refer to an antecedent plan, one that we call the 
1901 plan, which provided for the acquisition of all of the squares 
surrounding the Capitol Grounds proper, including the diagonal and 
the squares at the corners, some 50 years ago. The square in which 
the new Senate Office Building is now going up was proposed to be 
included in the Capitol Grounds in its entirety. 
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Now, since that plan was made, there was a plan for the develop- 
ment of the Union Station Plaza, which has been put into effect, 
joining Union Station and the Capitol Grounds, so that visitors com- 
ing to Washington, come out of the station and have this fine view of 
the Capitol and of the buildings surrounding the Capitol. In that 
connection, I might point out, that the square to the north of the new 
Senate Office Building, is the only piece of privately owned property 
remaining between that building and the Union Station, so that with 
its acquisition, the view of the new building would be opened up. 

Now, the plan to which Mr. Stewart referred, is what we call the 
central area plan extended to the East Capitol Street area. Now, 
this plan has a considerable past. It was first proposed back in the 
late 1920’s, when the Commission was first formed, and has been 
revised and reconsidered in various forms ever since. 

The particular version that I have here was developed just before 
the war by a special committee and was endorsed by each of the 
representatives on that committee, representing the District of Co- 
lumbia Government, the Bureau of Public Roads, Public Buildings 
Administration, Commission of Fine Arts, and the National Capital 
Planning Commission. It has never, however, been by implemented 
legislation, although certain decisions have been made paae upon the 
assumption that eventually, the plan would be carried out. For 
example, the bridge was located at the end of East Capitol Street 
with the expectation that sooner or later, Constitution and Inde- 
pendence Avenues would be widened and extended as the main 
approaches to that bridge. 

Now, the plan to which | have referred, proposes that that widening 
shall take place by the acquisition of the property on the south side of 
Constitution Avenue and on the north side of Independence Avenue. 
The remnants of those squares would be consolidated by the closing of 
A Street, wherever possible, and the incorporation of those of the two 
squares into a large building site or sites. 

Applying that now to the situation in the vicinity of the new Senate 
Office Building and the Supreme Court, it would permit then the 
development of the Holmes Memorial Garden, which Mr. Stewart 
referred to, east of the Supreme Court Building, providing a proper 
setting for the very fine eastern portico of the building, and providing 
perhaps for some buildings, administrative buildings related to the 
Court on that square or adjacent squares. 

The idea of this plan, of course, was to have an objective, some end 
to which to work, although it might take 20 or more years to carry out. 
It was proposed, about 10 years ago, I believe it was the Senate Public 
Works Committee or its then equivalent, to have hearings on this 
proposal and it was decided to take no action at that time because it 
was a period in which there was a rapid change in the construction price 
and people feared if they paid $5,000 for a home, that the next year, 
when they applied that to a new home, they would not be able to get 
the equivalent value. Also, there was a great housing shortage at that 
time. 

The Commission has made no recent proposal that there be any 
legislative implementation of this plan, but it does relate to the pro- 
posal now before the committee, which is consistent with the plan. 

1 have a drawing here, which illustrates what I have just been say- 
ing. On the north [indicating] here is Constitution Avenue widened, 
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and on the south, Independence Avenue. Here is the Supreme Court, 
the Library of Congress, the Library of Congress Annex, Holmes 
Memorial Garden in this area, new Senate Office Building is just off 
the edge of the drawing, but it illustrates the type of thing that is 
intended by having a plan toward which we would work. I think 
that is all I have at this moment. 

Senator McNamara. Do you have any questions, Senator Hruska? 

Senator Hruska. No. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you very much. I am sure that your 
presentation is going to be very helpful. 

Senator Hruska. You can leave those with us; can you not? 

Mr. Nouen. Yes. 

Senator McNamara. Do we have a representative of the District of 
Columbia Commissioners? 

Mr. Bryan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Chairman, we have Congressman Van Zandt 
here. Ifthe Commissioners are going to be extensive in their presenta- 
tion, I wonder if they would extend the courtesy of having him as our 
next witness? 

Mr. Byran. We would be delighted to step aside. 

Mr. Van Zandt. If they are only going to take a few minutes, I 
would just as soon wait. 

Senator McNamara. What is your intent? 

Mr. Bryan. Very short. 

Senator McNamara. All right, if it is all right with Senator Hruska? 

Senator Hruska. Yes. 


STATEMENT OF IRVING BRYAN, ASSISTANT CORPORATION 
COUNSEL; ACCOMPANIED BY SAMUEL R. HARRISON, DEPUTY 
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. Bryan. The Commissioners’ report on this bill was submitted 
to the Bureau of the Budget and I think transmitted by them to the 
committee. 

Senator McNamara. We have that, do we not? Yes; it is in the 
record. 

Mr. Byran. In the report, the Commissioners recommended three 
amendments to the bill, which amendments, have been included 
among those submitted by the Architect of the Capitol, Mr. Stewart. 
We are in agreement as to those three amendments which are in our 
report and Mr. Stewart has included them. 

Mr. Stewart has one additional amendment, which we have not 
had an opportunity to consider, but it is a matter primarily concerning 
the administrative officials connected with the United States Capitol 
and has to do with parking on the street in this area. 

Senator McNamara. You will have a report on that later, is that 
your thinking? 

Mr. Bryan. We will if the committee desires to have us look into 
it. We would be very glad to do so. 

Senator McNamara. I think it would be helpful if you can do it. 

Mr. Bryan. Mr. Chairman, the Commissioners have stated they 
have no objection to the enactment of this legislation. One of the 
amendments which we suggested has to deal with the possibility or 
probability of widening D Street, which is between these two squares 
[indicating]. D Street is the Street which is the northern boundary 
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of square 724, the northeastern most of the two squares, in which this 
is to be accomplished under this legislation. 

Mr. Harrison, if you desire, can indicate to you the necessity for 
this amendment. The amendment suggests taking about 4 feet 
south of the north curb, that is the present north curb, D Street, 
rather than the present curb site which now exists, the reason being 
that it is proposed to widen D Street for traffic. 

One other amendment has to do with the jurisdiction of the area, 
including the area to the face of the curbs being spelled out in the 
bill as being in the same status as the rest of the Capitol grounds at 
the time of acquisition of the land. That has been included with Mr. 
Stewart’s amendments. Another amendment was simply a clari- 
fying amendment, which was included. I do not have any further 
testimony on this unless the committee has any questions. 

Senator McNamara. Do you have any questions, Senator Hruska’ 

Senator Hruska. No. 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Harrison, do you want to add anything” 

Mr. Harrison. Not unless the committee wishes information on 
the necessity for widening D Street. 

Senator McNamara. It would be well to have your thoughts in 
that direction in the record. 

Mr. Harrison. Mr. Chairman, we have received many complaints, 
some even from Members of the Congress, regarding traffic in Union 
Station Plaza. You probably know that it is sometimes very con- 
fusing. The use of D Street is necessary to relieve that traffic condi- 
tion. We have had a committee to study it and we desire to bypass 
the traffic which has no desire to go to Union Station by way of D 
Street. 

It is a plan that has been approved by the Vehicles and Traffic 
Division, and I believe it has been approved by the Planning Com- 
mission. It is a worthwhile project and we certainly want to carry it 
out. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Harrison, do I understand that block 724 
would really be 4 feet narrower by reason of that amendment? 

Mr. Harrison. Not the private property, Senator. The bill, as | 
understand it, gives jurisdiction to the face of the curb and that 
extends beyond the square itself. We would not take part of the 
property you are going to acquire, but merely retain jurisdiction over 
more of the present public space. 

Senator Hruska. Would the object of the amendment be to make 
D Street as wide north of First Street, as it is south of First Street? 

Mr. Harrison. It would be even wider. I have a plan here, if 
you care to see it. 

Senator Hruska. I just wanted to know the general objective. 

Senator McNamara. Is it your thought that that would ultimately 
be a one-way street? 

Mr. Harrison. No, sir; a two-way street. 

Senator McNamara. It has to be a two-way street? 

Mr. Harrison. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNaMara. You cannot make it one-way? 

Mr. Harrison. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. All right. Thank you, gentlemen. 

Mr. Bryan. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator McNamara. Congressman Van Zandt, we would be glad 
to hear from you at this time. 
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STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES E. VAN ZANDT, A UNITED STATES 
REPRESENTATIVE FROM THE 20TH DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 


Mr. Van Zanpr. I would like to make a general statement, as a 
Member of Congress, before I appear in my other role as chairman of 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars Building Committee. 

I cannot help but comment on the overall planning as described by 
the Capitol Architect because of what Congress is doing on the sub- 
ject of dipersal. We advocate dispersal, knowing that one well- 
placed hydrogen bomb could wipe us out in the fraction of a second. 

Now, if Congress advocates dispersal, I am wondering why we do 
not practice what we preach. Here we are concentrating all of these 
buildings on Capitol Hill. I think if we are going to meet the threat 
of atomic and hydrogen war, we better practice some dispersal 
ourselves. 

I would like to appear now in the role of chairman of the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars Memorial Building Committee and, as a former 

commander in chief of the Veterans of Foreign Wars. 

During the Milwaukee national convention of the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars in 1953, it was decided by the organization of the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars assembled at encampment, to purchase 
the necessary land in Washington for the construction of a memorial 
building. The commander in chief of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars at that time was Mr. James Cothran of South Carolina. He 
appointed a committee of which I had the high honor of being selected 
as chairman. 

The other members of the committee, representing the various 
States of the United States, have worked with me since that time, in 
carrying out the mission that was assigned us as a committee. 

This morning, we have with us certain members of that committee 
who will answer any questions that the committee may wish to ask, 
and I hope that several members of our committee will have the 
privilege of making statements. 

The members of our committee present here include James Cothran 
of South Carolina, a former commander in chief of the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars; Paul Wolman of Maryland, former commander in 
chief of the Veterans of Foreign Wars; Lloyd Ricard, past department 
commander of the department of Delaware of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars; Robert B. Handy, Jr., quartermaster general of the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars from Kansas City, Mo. ; Cooper Holt, the present senior 
vice commander in chief of the Veterans of Foreign Wars from Ten- 
nessee; O. B. Ketchum, the national director of legislation from 
Kansas, but with offices here in Washington; Harry Bauder, member 
of Peary Ship, an all-Navy VFW Post in the District of Columbia. 
Mr. Bauder is formerly from California; Ted Little, member of the 
national legislative committee, Seattle, Wash.; and Robert Sutphin, 
past commander of the department of the District of Columbia, 
Veterans of Foreign Wars. 

Mr. Chairman, in presenting our case, unless you object, I would 
like at this point to call upon Omar B. Ketchum, the national legis- 
lative director of foreign wars. 

Senator McNamara. We want you to proceed in whatever manner 
you want. 
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STATEMENT OF O. B. KETCHUM, NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF 
LEGISLATION, VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS 


Mr. Kercuum. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, for the 
record, my name is Omar B. Ketchum. I am the National Legisla- 
tive Director of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States. 

This is an occasion, Mr. Chairman, when I wish that I had the 
oratory of Daniel Webster and the persuasiveness of Rufus Choate, 
a great trial lawyer, in order that I may better present this picture 
in behalf of the Veterans of Foreign Wars. 

I would like to paint a picture of the hopes and the ambitions and 
the aspirations of over a million and a quarter who have served this 
Nation on foreign soil or in hostile waters during America’s wars, 
campaigns and expeditions, a group of men who have felt, for a long 
period of years, we should have in our Nation’s Capital, a beautiful 
memorial building. 

I want to call the attention of the committee to an architect’s 
drawing of this beautiful building, which we had hoped to erect in 
square 724, on ground we have acquired between the Carroll Arms 
Hotel and the Plaza Hotel, land that we have acquired with an almost 
superhuman amount of work and patience, ranging over a period of 
approximately 4 years. 

Mr. Van Zandt mentioned a few moments ago, the Milwaukee 
convention in 1953. Actually, that was but the first endorsement of 
the actual expenditure of the money by national convention because 
the initiative came long before that and it reached its first culmination 
in 1952, under the administration of Commander in Chief James W. 
Cothran of South Carolina, who is here this morning. 

Now, I would like at this time, if you have no objection, to ask 
Mr. Cothran to come forward. 1 know he will only take a few minutes 
of the committee’s time to give his own personal reasons and his back 
ground as to why, in 1952, prior to the action of the encampment in 
1953, Mr. Cothran decided that it was time to actually do something 
about the desires of our organization for a building in Washington. 

So, at this time, I should like to present Mr. James W. Cothran, 

ast commander in chief of the Veterans of Foreign Wars from 

ishopville, S. C. 

=— McNamara. Glad to have you here, Mr. Cothran. Go 
ahead. 


STATEMENT OF JAMES W. COTHRAN, PAST COMMANDER IN CHIEF 
OF THE VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS 


Mr. Cornran. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. As Mr. Ketchum said, 
I had the privilege and pleasure of initiating this memorial building. 
We thought it only fitting that an organization consisting of men who 
had fought in defense of American ideals should come back and erect 
a memorial building to the men of all wars, who had lost their lives 
and paid the supreme sacrifice in defense of American ideals and 
principles. 

So, in 1952, we started out to acquire what we thought was the most 
desirable place in Washington to construct a memorial building. At 
that time, it was a slum area, as the Senators and the other people 
here in the District know. At that time it belonged to, I think, seven 
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different property holders, small lots, and we set out to acquire those, 
knowing that we were putting up our own money and if we were unable 
to acquire, say the middle piece of property, it would be absolutely 
worthless to us for the purpose of a memorial building. And, after 
almost endless negotiations, it seemed, we were able to acquire, after 
many, Many, many meetings, a lot of hard work on the part of a lot 
of members of our great organization, we were finally at last able to 
acquire the property. 

We came to the Senate and to the House here in Washington asking 
for tax exemption for the property because it was not going to be used 
for any commercial purposes, but strictly as a memorial building, 
housing our Washington facilities here in the Nation’s Capital. At 
that time, we got tax exemption. The matter was laid before the 
Senate and it was laid before the Congress, both of which approved 
the bill, and we thought at that time that we had complete clearance 
from the House and Senate. Certainly, we thought that we had 
implied authority to proceed with the building. 

This February, after our national encampment, the members, 
consisting of 1,200,000 men who served overseas, subscribed to the 
financing of this project to the tune of $1% million. We were going to 
have the ground-breaking ceremony in February of this year, only 
to find out that after we thought we had complete clearance, except for 
getting the clearance from the Zoning Commission here in the District, 
we could not proceed. 

At that time, we found that there was a plan on foot to acquire this 
property, along with other property. I was very much impressed 
with what the Capitol Architect said this morning in his testimony, 
that there was a real controversy as to whether the Senate needed or 
it was desirable to build the new Senate Office Building at the time 
that the acquired that property in 1948. 

Well, it occurs to me that they have acquired a facility that will 
double the facilities of the United States Senate and certainly, that 
should be sufficient office space and facilities for the United States 
Senate for all time to come. While he very appropriately points out 
the growth of our population over the past half a century and proposed 
increase in population, I believe that you gentlemen do not anticipate 
any great increase in the population of the United States Senate. 

We would like to point out that we, at the time we acquired the 
property, acquired a slum area. We were going to build a beautiful 
memorial building that would be in keeping with the architectural 
beauty of the C apitol, and we think that in all fairness, we should be 
allowed to proceed with it. 

That is my statement. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Kercuum. Thank you very much, Commander Cothran. 

He has pretty well outlined the problem that we have been con- 
fronted with, Mr. Chairman, when he said that in 1952 he appointed 
the first committee to give consideration to this, and I well remember, 
as a member of that committee, how Chairman Van Zandt with a 
building subcommittee, made innumerable trips all over Capitol Hill, 
seeking property or looking it over, as to what might be available on 
which to place this beautiful proposed memorial ‘building, and how 
the decision was finally made that if we could acquire this land 
between the Plaza Hotel and Carroll Arms Hotel, that that ought to 
make a beautiful site. 
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I only wish that I could convey to this committee, the amount of 
work and time and, as Winston Churchill said, “the blood and sweat 
and the tears” that have gone into not only acquiring the land, but 
all of the plans that are involved. 

We have employed one of the finest firms of architects in the 
United States and we have committed ourselves to a substantial sum 
of money in order to get plans for this building. Our people all over 
the United Staies believe that we are going to build the building and 
we have presented this matter to them again and again in national 
convention as to the methods of financing and they have voted almost 
unanimously to assess themselves a dollar per member in order to get 
the initial funds. 

That money is now available, in addition to other money which the 
Ladies Auxiliary of the Veterans of Foreign Wars have pledged them- 
selves to, to add furnishings and other equipment to the building. 
Then, as it looked like all of these hopes, aims, and ambitions were 
about to materialize, without a word of warning, when we appear 
before the Zoning Commission in the District of Columbia, we learn 
for the first time, that there was consideration being given to the 
Senate of the United States taking over that particular property and 
we were shocked and all over this country, the word is beginning to 
get out, “What has happened? What was the matter ‘with you 
fellows? What is going on here?” 

We are here this morning, Mr. Chairman, in opposition to this bill 
because of the fact that we have acquired this property and we had 
hoped to build something that would be an additional architectural 
thing of beauty on Capitol Hill, that would complement this archi- 
tecture that is already here. 

Now, our people are very much concerned about what is going on 
and we have attempted to explain to them our part in this and what 
has suddenly happened. They have asked us to come before your 
committee and to come before the Congress and to place our hopes 
and our aims and our aspirations before you. 

Now certainly, I have listened with a great deal of interest to the 
plea of the Capitol Architect as to one of the reasons why the Congress 
must acquire this land. Now, I know something about parking prob- 
lems in the District of Columbia because I’m confronted with them 
myself. All of our people are confronted with them. We must get 
ourselves into the District of Columbia to go to our employme nt, I 
presume, the same as congressional employees. I have no parking 
facilities. I have to park my car, for example, here in the parking 
area of the Carter Barron Amphitheatre and ride an express bus into 
town or pay $1.50 or $2 a day parking fee in town. I know it is a 
problem, and believe me, they have my sympathy. 

I think there is a parking problem all over the District of Columbia, 
but certainly, we feel awfully bad over the fact that the Congress may 
decide to not permit us to build this beautiful memorial building be- 
cause they need it for parking spaces for congressional employees. 

We certainly hope, Mr. Chairman, taat you will give careful con- 
sideration to our plea here this morning. 

I would like, at this particular moment, to present for a few words, 
a man who has had much to do with this, one of the early-day com- 
manders-in-chief of the Veterans of Foreign Wars and a distinguished 
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citizen of Baltimore, Md., who has been very closely connected with 
this project since the beginning. If there is no objection, I would like 
to present for a few words at this time, Mr. Paul C. Wolman. 

Senator McNamara. There is certainly no objection. 


STATEMENT OF PAUL C. WOLMAN, FORMER COMMANDER IN 
CHIEF OF THE VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS 


Mr. Wouman. Mr. Chairman, I would like to talk for just a brief 
moment. I have been quite closely connected with the activities of 
this committee, working under my friend, Congressman Van Zandt, 
who, by the way, was my chief of staff when I was commander-in- 
chief of the Veterans of Foreign Wars. With Congressman Van 
Zandt, we have scoured the area within a half-mile radius of the 
Capitol for the purpose of erecting a memorial structure as close to the 
Capitol as we could consistently get it, without violation of any rules 
of ethics or what might normally be expected. 

Now, we want to get it there for several reasons. The first reason 
is this. We are constantly bringing to the Capitol, the officers of the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, who in the final analysis, we believe did 
something to preserve our democratic form of Government, so that 
they could see just where the laws of the United States are enacted. 
They could see the putting into actual existence, a lot of the things 
that they fought so hard to preserve. 

So, in looking around, we wanted to get an area that would be in 
keeping with the memorial site for men who had given their lives. 
We know, from our travels abroad, that as soon as a citizen of the 
United States gets to France or England or wherever else he goes, the 
first place that he hunts for is a site that commemorates the memories 
of those comrades who are in the service, and so we wanted to do some- 
thing of that type here, close to the Capitol. 

We scoured around and we wanted to get property in an area that 
would be an improvement to the Capital, if you please, and I am sure 
you Senators clearly recall the type of structures that were on that 
site. They were hovels, awful looking properties and we had to pay 
an enormous sum of money to get them, but we got those properties, 
one by one, and it really was through the sweat of our brows to get 
them. We eventually got those properties together and then, in order 
to perfect our plans, we approached the authorities, the Fine Arts 
Commission. They okayed the plan and as Mr. Cothran and Mr. 
Ketchum have stated, we also got the Congress to accept the idea by 
granting us exemption from taxes. After we got that part done, we 
felt that we were properly permitted to go forth to the membership 
and say that we were going to be able to put up that structure, and so, 
that has been our procedure. 

I noticed in my careful listening to Mr. Stewart, that he does not 
expect that site to be used for any governmental structures other than 
for what might be referred to as off street parking for a long period of 
time. They do not intend to remove the Carroll Arms Hotel or the 
Plaza Hotel. They think that those properties can be used to house 
people, and so, how far in the future the property that we have pur- 
chased will be desired for governmental expansion is hard to say. 

I am certain that you, Mr. Chairman, and the members of the com- 
mittee, have no desire to see that area get back into a slum section, 
and to have people say, ‘‘No use of investing money and rehabilitation 
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of your property because the Government someday is going to take 
that over,” and let that property, which is in the sight of the world, 
go into dilapidation. That would hardly seem like a fair proposition 
to us. 

They plan, they say, in 20 years or more, to take that over. We say 
to you, gentlemen, that when we put this memorial building up, if 
you gentlemen of the Senate will permit us to do so, and if that 
eventual day comes by that tae Government needs that site for the 
purpose of improving the Capitol or for the extension of the grounds, 
there should be no difficult getting that property back. 

We are not speculators; we are not going to try to hold up the 
United States Government, of which we are certainly a part, and we 
hope respectfully, sir, and members of the committee, that this bill 
may be turned down and may be turned Gown soon, so that we may 
be able to get back among those fellows who are putting in their 
dollars—some of us who are past commanders in chief, who have put 
in a hundred dollars or more—toward a building that might com- 
memorate the memories of our departed comrades may be an actual 
existing fact. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you. 

Mr. Kercuum. Mr. Chairman, I should like to make this observa- 
tion before we break up our part of our discussion here this morning. 
There may be some apprehension on the part of some that the location 
of this building may be in keeping with a general overall plan of getting 
a lobby close to the Congress of the United States. Let me say to you, 
Mr. Chairman, and to you, Senator Hruska, that I think you know 
that so far as the Veterans of Foreign Wars are concerned, that if we 
lobby anybody, it is done in your home States and not here in the city 
of Washington, D. C. Certainly, the Veterans of Foreign Wars are 
not seeking to build a building close by the Senate Office Building so 
that you will be convenient for us to haunt your offices and annoy 
you on legislation with which we are concerned. 

I ask either one of you, if my office—and I certainly am the repre- 
sentative of the organization—or I have been visiting you in an 
attempt to annoy you here in Washington concerning legislation in 
which we are interested? So, I want to try and make that clear, that 
we are not seeking to build a building where we will be conveniently 
close to the Congress to engage in lobbying. 

We are putting up a memorial building and a building that we think 
will be a credit to Capitol Hill. And, Mr. Chairman, the one thing 
that is concerning us, and I think Mr. Van Zandt and our people here 
will agree, when can we get a clear-cut decision? You know, we are 
somewhat in the position of one who is threatened with execution 
and we do not know whether we are going to get a reprieve or whether 
there is going to be a clear-cut decision and we are going to be pardoned 
and turned loose, or whether we are going to continue to be on the 
hook until some day, the ax falls on our neck. In other words, where 
is the decision coming from? Will it come from this committee or 
will it come out after this committee has reported the bill out on the 
floor of the Senate and will it come quickly? Or, will it be one of 
those matters that is eternally delayed and on which we sit, and we 
sit and we sit and we wonder? 

Now, I assume that the Zoning Commission of the District of 
Columbia is not going to give us a final decision until the Senate of the 
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United States makes a final decision insofar as that particular property 
that we own In square 724 is concerned. 

We are interested in trying to, if the Senate must acquire this 
property, if it is a necessity and a must for parking lots, then, if it 
has to be done, let us know as soon as possible so that then we may 
do something else. But, I hope that whatever does happen, that it 
comes to at least a reasons ibly early conclusion. 

Now, I know that we have, for instance, the Quartermaster General 
of our organization, a man whose hair has grown white in the service 
of the Veterans of Foreign Wars, and who has been the quartermaster 
general since way back in the early days, and when I say ‘“quarter- 
master general,”’ I probably should explain that, in a sense, is the 
treasurer of the organization. 

He has some figures here this morning, as a matter of expenditures 
and potential expenditures that we have already invested a I 
should like to have our quartermaster general, Robert B. Handy, J 
of Kansas City, Mo., say a few words. We call him Captain Haridy. 


STATEMENT OF ROBERT B. HANDY, QUARTERMASTER GENERAL 
OF THE VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS 


Senator McNamara. Glad to have you here, Captain Handy. 
Proceed in your own manner. 

Mr. Hanpy. If I need to give my name for the record, it is Robert B. 
erent still known as Junior, although my father has been dead 
many years, of Kansas City and formerly of Washington, D. C. 

I ase ‘h this ee in this whole plan with mingled emotions 
because I was raised on Capitol Hill and that has been a Jong time ago 
and somehow, I do not like to hear Capitol Hill called a slum district. 

I can tell you where the slum districts were, in a sense. I was down 
with my organization at a meeting way down the other end of town 
and the next day, which I still have, I had some little hoarseness, and 
one of the boys said, ‘‘Bob, what happened to you last night?” 
said, “I was down i in Foggy Bottom last night and this is what I got.’ 

I was raised in Washington and this is not the financial end of it, 
but I remember when Theodore Roosevelt appointed a Planning 
Commission which planned all the marvelous development from the 
Capitol to the Monument and beyond, and I know it took nearly 50 
years to complete that elaborate plan. I did not know at that time 
nor until recently that there were plans here for extending that from 
here to the Anacostia River, past where I used to live at 1 1th and East 
Capitol Streets. I can visualize, probably as well as anyone here, 
what this plan will be. 

All of these things that have been said here and all of the develop- 
ments that have led up to it in our organization have, of course, had 
my hearty concurrence because I felt a personal interest in this 
project. They have had my attention because it is my duty to receive 
and to accumulate the money with which this dream will be made a 
reality. 

I am just here somewhat incidentally today because I was in the 
East, and I will tell you that from the standpoint of the financial 
developments of the plan, we are now in a position to go ahead. 
We have sufficient money in cash accumulated in the banks of Kansas 
City, where our national headquarters are located, to launch this plan 
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and pay for it and build that building from now on until the con- 
struction is completed. 

Our membership has underwritten it at the rate of $1 a member. 
We discussed how the money was to be raised for this building, be- 
cause we are not a rich organization, and it was decided that instead 
of trying to get money in large amounts from people who might be 
anxious or induced to help us, that this building should be built by 
individuals, the members of this organization each paying out of his 
own pocket, a small amount of money, to erect this memorial building. 
Some of us had the opportunity to contribute a little more because we 
felt perhaps a greater obligation and that is the way our money has 
been raised and that is the project as it stands financially. 

Of course, like the others, I have been greatly disappointed that 
just when the final step was to be taken, we find ourselves unable to 
proceed with this project. 

We have spent in cash, and actually disbursed a little more than 
$150,000. Most of that, $148,800 or something like that, in actual 
payments for the site. There were some other expenses that went in 
for borings and you know there is a tunnel under there, if you gentle- 
men remember, and other things to find out whether we could build 
there. Then, we are under obligation to the architect and we have 
other expenses. I think an estimate of what we have involved there 
is about $250,000. Of course, the plan for the building was originally 
set at $1,250,000, and before we get through with it, because I have 
had some experience in things of that kind, it is going to take an in- 
vestment of $1,500,000 to complete this structure. That is the 
financial side of our project. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Ketrcuum. Thank you. 

Mr. Van Zanpvrt. Mr. Chairman, that concludes our statement. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you very much. 

Now, tell me, this elevation you have there, that indicates part of 
the building would be used for your purposes. What about the rest 
of it—is that your property, too? Have you acquired it all? 

Mr. Ketrcuum. All of the property. 

Senator McNamara. You propose to use all of the building? 

Mr. Kercuum. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Do you have any provisions for parking? 

Mr. Ketcuum. Yes; a few parking spaces underneath the building 
in the so-called basement. <A part of it will be allocated to a few 
parking spaces, but not enough to accommodate all of the people; 
just a few. 

Senator McNamara. Do you have any questions, Senator? 

Senator Hruska. I have some observations, Mr. Chairman, and a 
question. I do not know to whom they should be directed. 

I want to say, first of all, I can certainly fully sympathize with the 
position in which the VFW finds itself now. 1 think it is fully under- 
standable. At the same time, we are charged here in the Congress, 
and starting in this committee, as you well know, Congressman, with 
a pretty overall picture here and we represent not any “selected group 
of a million or a million and a half, but some 168 million people, and 
not for parking purposes, but rather for decades to come. 

I know that your organization is composed of individuals who have 
dedicated themselves to the idea of the greater good being the goal. 
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After all, each of them individually, subscribed to that when they did 
what they were called upon to do in their patriotic duty of getting 
into the armed services and going abroad and doing so much for their 
country and our country. 

I am interested in this. It was suggested by one of the witnesses 
that since there would be no immediate building program here and 
only cinder parking lots very likely, which are not a very edifying 
sight, that maybe it would be well to let this program go ahead and 
then if a buildng is necessary in 20 or 25 years, then there would be 
no trouble in getting together. 

I would be interested in a little amplification on that, and a little 
more assurance. I am not prepared to accept that very readily 
because with the growing years, I wonder if the sentimental values 
attached to that building would not increase the problem rather than 
diminish it, if that position would be acceded to, which I do not know 
that it would or not, but if it were, I am wondering if it is not bor- 
rowing a bigger headache in 10 or 15 years than the headache which 
confronts you now, if you were asked to build and then to move? 

Would any of you care to amplify that, not for my own edification, 
necessarily, but I am sure that other members of the Senate and the 
House would like to have some explanation of that point. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Wolman will answer your inquiry. 

Mr. Wo.man. I will be very glad to try to answer because I think 
I made the observation in the first place, sir. My thought would be 
this, after listening to Mr. Stewart’s statement before, it was his view 
that when the Government needed the land, it would try to exchange 
other land which the Government then owned for the site that it would 
need to expand its own structures. 

It would be my thought, sir, that if the United States Government 
reached the stage where it needed our site for the purpose of erecting 
a building necessary to carry on the functions of the Government— 
and by saying “functions of the Government,’’ I do not refer to a 
parking area, but refer to something necessary for the functions of 
the Government—every member of our organization would be very 
happy, sir, to yield to our country, for which we were perfectly satis- 
fied to fight, the site that we have, if the Government in its generosity 
would see fit to give us another site in the place of it. Or, if the Gov- 
ernment of the United States could not afford to give us another site 
in place of it, I think the members of the Veterans of Foreign Wars 
would be willing to donate a site to the United States Government, 
even if we had to take in place of that, simply a bronze plaque stating 
on that, that on this site was erected a memorial to commemorate the 
memories of our comrades. 

I do not think there would be the least bit of trouble if after the 
expiration of 25 or 50 years, the United States Senate, due to its 
growth and activities and expansions, needed that site to put up 
another Senate Office Building. 

Does that answer your question, sir? 

Senator Hruska. Yes, in part. I do not know how satisfactorily 
it will answer those who will also have that question in mind, but I 
think that is fine. I just wonder, however, it will bear somewhat on 
the matter of cost. It would also raise this further question: If you 
are willing to do that now, could something be worked out at this 
time by way of exchange of sites? 
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Mr. Woman. I would say, speaking as one member of the com- 
mittee, that if there was a site of equal value and of equal memorial 
value, let us say, the answer would probably be “‘Yes.’’ However, 
we have, as I stated before, we have looked and looked hard to find 
a site that would be of value. 

Now, if Mr. Stewart’s group and the Fine Arts Commission or 
whatever other commission would be handling the affairs at that 
time, have expanded the Capitol structures to such a point as to 
bring the structures right alongside the building that we hope to 
erect, and that time came on, there should be no difficulty in working 
out a plan of that type. But, merely for the reason that was given 
by Mr. Stewart, if | may expand on that just a moment longer, the 
reason given by Mr. Stewart was that if we do not take this site 
over now, speculators and the general enhancement of value will make 
the cost of that site prohibitive. 

The Veterans of Foreign Wars is not in the speculation business 
and we would not hold up the United States Government. 

Senator Hruska. I appreciate that, but I know it is human nature 
to postpone a prepayment for something in the future because maybe 
the future will never come. At the same time, with the pattern 
which has been set and which has been shown on these charts, and 
in spite of the desire of many of us for dispersal or for a contraction, 
rather than an expanding of Federal activity, I think the pattern is 
pretty well set, regardless of what we might try to do. However, I 
am glad to get your thoughts on that. 

Mr. Wotman. May I expand on that just one more moment, sir? 
Mr. Stewart’s observation was that there would be a several-tier 
parking site. Now then, if the United States Government puts in a 
parking site, which requires excavation down a couple of stories, and 
erects up a story or two, that is going to represent a very substantial 
amount of money. From my experience, as a lawyer in the building 
field 

Senator Hruska. I did not understand it was to be there. 

Mr. Woman. I think in the statement of Mr. Stewart and in the 
statement prepared by the chairman of the committee, there was a 
reference made to underground—— 

Senator McNamara. Not necessarily in this particular site, how- 
ever. It did not tie it to this. 

Mr. Woman. I encompassed the observation to the whole thing. 
If they do not need our site, sir, please let us put our memorial up 
on it. 

Senator McNamara. All right, gentlemen, thank you very much. 
Are you satisfied, Senator Hruska? 

Senator Hruska. Yes. I will explore that, as you can understand, 
Congressman Van Zandt, those questions will arise. 

One other observation I would like to make. I am in favor of 
dispersal and I think all of us are. When we are talking about 
dispersing the Senate, aside from the ordinary dispersal that occurs 
every 6 years in the individual life of a Senator, just what part of the 
Senate are you going to disperse, because as far as we can understand, 
this land is being acquired pretty much for the activities of the legis- 
lative branch and those are pretty hard to disperse? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. I think it involves expansion of the Library of 
Congress and also the Supreme Court of the United States. 
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Senator Hruska. That was to the east, as I understood, and not 
in connection with these two tracts that are being involved? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. You have concentrated on Capitol Hill, the 
legislative function of the Government, as well as the judicial, and in 
a matter of a fraction of seconds, an H-bomb could wipe us all out. 

Senator Hruska. How are you going to disperse activities of the 
Supreme Court? How are you going to disperse the activities of the 
Senate of the United States? That is difficult. Maybe there is some 
way to do it. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. I may say there are plans afoot to eventually 
take both Houses of Congress out of the present Capitol Building 
and locate them somewhere else. Some dispersal is possible and is in 
the thinking at the moment. I make this statement since I am a 
member of the Joint Committee of Atomic Energy. 

Senator Hruska. I know that you know far more about this than 
I do, but I raise it as questions. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you, gentlemen. 

Now, we have several ladies who are particularly interested in the 
bill. 

Senator McNamara. First, we bave Mrs. Amelia Himes Walker, 
national chairman of the National Women’s Party. 

How do you do? 


STATEMENT OF AMELIA HIMES WALKER, NATIONAL CHAIRMAN 
OF THE NATIONAL WOMEN’S PARTY 


Mrs. WaLKER. Senator McNamara, I am Amelia Himes Walker, 
of Winter Park, Fla., chairman of the National Women’s Party. At 
the present, the National Women’s ; Party is the owner of that portion 
of the northern part of the lot of 725. 

First of all, | would like to recall Senator Hayden’s recommenda- 
tions or remarks, because it is put—— 

Senator McNamara. You may sit or stand, as you please. 

Mrs. Waker. Well, I like to stand. 

Senator McNamara. You have your choice. 

Mrs. WaLKEr. There is a saying, you know, of a King of Babylon, 
who had a hearing, on the subject of philosophy and ‘religions and 
toward the end of the hearing he said to one man, ‘‘Now, I will listen 
to you if you make a speech while you stand on one foot.”” And I 
will try to stand on one foot, and make my speech brief. Maybe I 
will lean upon the table. 

I want to quote, from Senator Hayden’s statement again, because 
he words it so much more succinctly that I could: 


It might be well to add at this point that there is only one building in the entire 
area proposed to be acquired for the use of the Senate, that is of an historical 
character which suggests that it should not be demolished. It occupies 15,017 
square feet in square 725, in the southeast corner at Constitution Avenue and 
Second Street, and is believed by some historians to be the oldest house in the 
District proper. 

Title to the property, now rests in the National Women’s Party of the United 
States whose objective is to raise the status of women. During the course of 
the hearings on the bill now being introduced, the Senate Committee on Public 
Works, to which it will be referred, could have properly given consideration to 
the desirability of exempting that particular part of square 725. 


Now, we have in the room, many representatives of historical and 
patriotic organizations who will testify to the historic value of the 
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house. I just have one thing to say, and that is, that the original 
part of the house, which was built in the late 1600's, is still standing 
The front part of the house, to be sure, was burnt by the British, 
because there was a shot fired from the house, when the British moved 
in to burn our Capitol, and it killed the General's horse. I am sure 
it was fired by a woman because it didn’t hit the General. [{Laughter.} 
But the General in retaliation burned the front part of the house, but 
it was rebuilt, and that is standing now, and it is a monument and a 
landmark in the colonial history of Washington. 

Another thing I want to say is that the activities that take place 
there are the activities that were started by Margaret Brent of Mary- 
land, who is our.greatest heroine. She was alive evidently when the 
back part of that building was built, and it belonged you know in 
Maryland, there was no Washington, no District of Columbia, and 
she was appointed as administrator of the affairs of Lord Baltimore, 
when she found she couldn’t really carry out her work properly unless 
she were a member of the legislature, the Maryland legislature, and 
had a vote. She demanded of the legislature that she be given those 
rights. Well, she was refused; curiously enough, it was the young 
men who wanted her to come into the legislature. They thought her 
demands were just. But the old men kept her out. 

It took us almost three centuries to win those rights. So that the 
building is of historic interest, for most of the work since 1929 has gone 
on in that, building. 

And now I would like to turn the meeting over to Miss Mary Glenn 
Newell, who has been in charge of this hearing, and will call on the 
other representatives to make their speech. Thank you very much. 

Senator MaNamara. Tell me before you leave: How long have you 
owned the property? 

Mrs. WALKER. Since 1929. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you. 


STATEMENT OF MISS MARY GLENN NEWELL, CHAIRMAN OF 
COMMITTEE ON PRESERVATION OF NATIONAL WOMEN’S 
PARTY HEADQUARTERS 


Miss Newetu. Mr. Chairman, I have submitted a list of the 
societies and individuals who desire to appear in support of the 
proposal to exempt this property from the purchase by the Govern- 
ment. 

May I have your permission to call on those present and to file 
statements from those who are not present to become a part of the 
record of these proceedings? 

Senator McNamara. All right. We will be glad to have you 
proceed in your own manner. Go ahead. 

Miss Newetu. During the past year, there was organized in the 
District of Columbia, a society whose sole 

Senator McNamara. Would vou prefer to sit? 

Miss Nrewe.t. I also will stand. 

Senator McNamara. Go ahead. 

Miss NEWELL (continuing). Whose sole purpose was the preserva- 
tion and restoration of places of historical interest, on Capitol Hill, 
the Capitol Hill Restoration Society. 
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Our first speaker is the president of that society, who has made 
an extensive study of the historical houses on Capitol Hill. 
I present Mr. Richard H. Stringfellow. 


Senator McNamara. You may proceed in your own manner, sir. 


STATEMENT OF RICHARD H. STRINGFELLOW, PRESIDENT, 
CAPITOL HILL RESTORATION SOCIETY 


Mr. SrrinGre.tow. For the purposes of the record my name is 
Richard H. Stringfellow, president of. Capitol Hill Restoration Society. 

For approximately 3 years, or maybe 5, many civic-minded members 
of the community have been making it a task to try to rehabilitate 
the Capitol Hill area. With use of private capital, they have trans- 
formed it (at least partially so) from a slum condition into a fairly 
decent residential neighborhood. I, for one, moved here 3 years ago, 
and have done, in a small way, some of this work. 

Approximately a year ago, we formed a neighborhood committee, 
the name of the society has already been given, for the purpose 
of stimulating the rebuilding of Capitol Hill. Now I, for one, feel— 
and our society feels—that progress must go on. That is what we 
were primarily designed for, to stimulate growth. However, in the 
interest of history, and in the interest of preserving some of the 
antiquity that existed here on Capitol Hill, and building up the area 
surrounding the Capitol, which basically we thought, 3 years ago, 
should have the finest residential area in the world, we feel definitely 
that the historical interests that are—you might say present in this 
particular house at 144 Constitution Avenue—should be allowed 
to be preserved and left standing. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I realize how difficult it is to plan a house or a 
building or a Government building, taking only a certain section of 
a block and building around it, but we have precedent for it here in 
the city of Washington. The new General Accounting Office Building, 
between Fourth and Fifth, I think, H and G Streets—there is a 
church and a certain number of buildings owned by that church, and 
the General Accounting Office Building was built around it, you 
might say, to please the church. 

f course, we do not have a church present here, but I would say 
that there is more history in this particular house than most any of 
the Houses that we have left available on Capitol Hill. 

So, as I said in my resolution that we mailed to the committee, we 
feel that this House should be preserved and to allow it to stand. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you. We are glad to have your 
testimony. 

Who do you have next, young lady? 

Miss NeweE.u. May I call on Mrs. Emma Guffey Miller, who is the 
national vice chairman of the National Women’s Party, as she feels 
she will have to leave. 

Senator McNamara. All right, we are glad to hear from her at 
this time. 


STATEMENT OF MRS. EMMA GUFFEY MILLER, NATIONAL VICE 
CHAIRMAN OF THE NATIONAL WOMEN’S PARTY 
Mrs. Mititer. Mr. Chairman, thank you very much for your 


patience. It seems to me, as a representative of the National Women’s 
Party, that I might quote the old phrase, ‘“The woman always pays.” 
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The first home of the National Women’s Party was a small building 
opposite the Capitol, where the Congress met after the British burned 
the Capitol. The National Women’s Party first bought that home 
and then gave way to the Supreme Court on which the *y erected that 
beautiful marble building, which has been termed “a poem in marble,” 
and over the entrance of which is the caption, “Equal Justice Under 
Law.” 

Well, we all believe in that, even though the National Women’s 
Party is still fighting for it. However, after the Supreme Court took 
the first home, the National Women’s Party moved to its present 
location of which the preceding speaker has already spoken, 144 
Constitution Avenue. It used to be B Street. 

Now, as has been told to you, Mr. Chairman and your committee, 
that is one of the oldest buildings i in the area, and in fact, in Wash- 
ington. It was all, of course, at one time, the property of Maryland, 
where the Capitol now stands. and where this famous house was 
erected in the early colonial days. 

A woman, who was manager of that house, lived there by the name 
of Margaret Brent and she was the first woman in America to ever 
demand a vote, so you see, it is historic in many regards. 

But, the most historic point, Mr. Chairman, in regard to this 
famous house is the fact that in the War of 1812, a little group of 

atriotic citizens stayed there while most of the other citizens—don’t 
et this go outside the family, Mr. President—while the rest of the 
citizens fled the Capitol, and there that little group stayed and 
fought the British, and the house was partly burned by the British. 

So, it holds for us and for every citizen, a great amount of patriot- 
ism. Now, the National Women’s Party would have no objection, 
Mr. Chairman, if the Government of the United States wanted that 
property for some purpose and for a historic museum, but we do 
resent the fact that after all, there are men in the Congress of the 
United States who want to do away with that property just for 
parking purposes. 

Now, we all know there are eyesores in the Capital, the slums 
being one of them. But gradually, the slums are being vliminated, 
while more and more, the eyesore of parked automobiles is becoming 
a flagrant blow at the beauty of the Capitol, which we all want to 
beautify. 

Why not, Mr. Chairman, build sufficient parking room underneath 
the new building or on top of it, or as they have done in Pittsburgh— 
the city of Pittsburgh has built its own parking buildings. They now 
have room for 25,000 extra automobiles. They are taking them off 
the streets. They are improving the looks of the city and that can 
be done here in Washington by demanding that all new buildings that 
are built, furnish parking spaces beneath the first floor. 

Now, we ask you that this be considered, not from the standpoint 
of the National Women’s Party, much as we desire it, but we ask you 
to consider to retain this building because of its historic significance. 

Let it be a memorial to that little band of men who were, well, 
patriotic enough and who were courageous enough to stay in that 
building while the British were surrounding it, and may it also, 
Mr. Chairman, be a memorial, dedicated to the women who constantly 
struggled to advance the cause of freedom and justice. 


Thank you. 
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Miss Newe.i. At their February 1956 meeting, the Columbia 
Historical Society passed a resolution recommending the preserva- 
tion of the Belmont House because of its historical interest. The 
president of the society, Gen. U. S. Grant III, is out of town, and the 
society is represented by its vice president, Mr. Meredith B. Colket. 


STATEMENT OF MR. MEREDITH B. COLKET, VICE PRESIDENT OF 
THE COLUMBIA HISTORICAL SOCIETY 


Mr. Cotkxer. Mr. Chairman, I am going to leave for your perusal, a 
photograph of that house, which was exhibited at the Cosmos Club 
in connection with an exhibit of old houses in the District of Columbia. 

I am going to add also, for the purpose of the record and not to 
take your time now, a siatement prepared by the historical association 
of that house in the War of 1812, as published by Dr. Wilfred M. 
Barton, in a book entitled “The Road to Washington’. It is a 
secondary account; nevertheless, your committee might like to have it. 

Senator McNamara. It will be included in the record. 

(The excerpt from The Road to Washington, by Wilfred M. Barton, 
pp. 178-185, is as follows:) 

“It was on that ground over there,”’ said I, ‘‘that General Ross halted his men 
before entering the city along Maryland Avenue. He did not take all of his 
troops immediately into Washington, for on arriving at this point late in the after- 


noon the two commanders decided to leave a detachment of 2,000 men at this 


place on guard. 

“With about 700 troops General Ross proceeded east on Maryland Avenue. 
At that time this now beautiful thoroughfare was a roadway; you can see by the 
few hills visible here and there on the side of the street that a deep cut has been 
made where the avenue was graded in later years. The fact is that if you intend 
to imagine yourselves in company with the invaders on that evening you will 
picture yourselves proceeding along a roadway at least 20 feet in places higher 
than the present street. The old houses have not changed much, I should say, 
in their desolate appearance during the century which has elapsed since the 
British encamped here. Circuses when they come to Washington pitch their 
tents on this ground. All else, however, is changed: The busy streets are full of 
life where a century ago there was only a cross roads and a few frame shanties. 

“Now that you have viewed this location,’ I proceeded, “‘the portal of entry of 
the invaders into Washington, we will ride east into Maryland Avenue, and stop 
at Second Street for another exercise of our imagination. As the British marched 
along this thoroughfare, General Ross rode at the head of his columns on a fine 
white horse, which his scouts had stolen while en route. Admiral Cockburn 
followed some distance behind at the head of his marines, on another animal 
which had been obtained in a similar manner. Very few Americans were seen 
along the way, as most of the people had fled in terror or barricaded themselves 
in their houses at the approach of the invading army.” 

“Why were they so afraid?’’ asked Jay. 

“T suppose they feared that Admiral Cockburn would repeat in Washington 
the cruelties he had inflicted upon the people along the shores of the Chesapeake,”’ 
I replied, “‘but the soldiers marched quietly along and showed no disposition to 
molest a soul. Here we are at Maryland Avenue and Second Street. See that 
big house on the northwest corner? Next to it is an empty lot. In 1814 there 
was no building on the corner, but the lot was occupied by one which had been 
standing there for 15 years and known as the Sewell house. 

“As the head of the British column reached this point the report of a rifle 
shot rang out and the horse upon which General Ross was seated fell dead. The 
geneial was thrown to the ground, and his officers rushed to him fearing he had 
been killed. He was uninjured. The shot had come from the Sewell house. 
Incensed at this attempt to assassinate their commander, a squad of soldiers 
rushed across the avenue, scaled the eminence on which the house was situated, 
surrounded and entered it. Noone was found. The man who fired the shot had 
fled. Angered at their failure to capture him they set fire to the house and 
burned it to the ground 
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“The people must have been surprised, as well as scared, to see the redcoats 
marching through this street,”’ said Jav as we left the Sewell house locatior 

“Of course they were,” I replied, “‘the citizens of Washington kept reassuring 
themselves after the British landed at Benedict that it would hardly be possiblk 
for them to march a distance of 50 miles from their ships over narrow roads through 
a forest-covered country without such resistance as would turn them back Phe, 
no doubt discussed the ease with which American marksmen could hide behind 
stumps and pick off the enemy, fell trees in the roads, and finally, if these did not 
suffice, they could rely upon the brave commander of the American Army, General 
Winder, to fall upon the temeritous invaders and destroy them. It was claimed 
by some that General Winder had held the British in check for a day or more at 
Upper Marlboro. How true this was I think you are now able to judge. What 
must have been their feelings when they heard of the rout at Bladensburg, and 
what their disappointment, fear and chagrin, when they saw the files of British 
soldiers, tramping as unconcernedly as on parade, along the very streets of the 
Capital City. Hello, we are at the brick Capitol, First and Maryland Avenue 
And now by turning into First we draw up in front of the library.” 

I stopped in the shade of a big tree opposite 

“Tmagine this magnificent building gone, as well as a century of time turned 
back. Carroll Row confronts us. 

“We are looking in our imagination at a house four stories high, with a pitched 
roof situated at the northeast corner of First and A Southeast, facing Capitol 
square. A flight of four broad stone steps leads up to the massive front entrance 
On the door is a ponderous knocker. It is the home of Dr. Ewell. He has re- 
mained there during the day with his wife and family, all of them terrified by the 
news. They had heard the roar of cannon in the distance, and from the top of 
their house had beheld the rockets ascending. They had not learned the news 
from Bladensburg until 5 o'clock in the afternoon when groups of horsemen fly- 
ing by along Maryland Avenue had brought the melancholy intelligence of Ameri- 
can defeat. People had shouted, “Fly, the ruffians are at hand.’’ About sunset 
the American troops had passed in straggling groups. Full of fear and dismay 
the doctor had taken his wife and two young daughters to a neighbor's house and 
had gone out upon the street. About twilight he saw the enemy coming up Mary- 
land Avenue toward the Capitol, and heard the firing of the shots at the Sewell 
house, a block away. He saw General Ross thrown to the ground as his horse 
fell dead. He was standing in front of the Washington City Hotel at the inter- 
section of First Street and Maryland Avenue. The British soldiers did not 
molest him as they passed by but marched into the open space in front of the 
Capitol Building. 

“He watched their incendiary preparation. First, they fired volleys of bullets 
into the walls and through the windows. Then they burst into the building. 
Admiral Cockburn and some officers were in their midst. Cockburn led his 
officers into the hall of the House of Representatives, followed by a crowd of 
cheering soldiers, waving fire-brands. Mounting the Speaker’s chair, Cockburn 
shouted for attention. Taking up the gavel from the desk he rapped for order, 
and in a sarcastic tone, producing peals of laughter from his audience, he yelled, 
‘Shall this harbor of Yankee democracy be burned? ‘Those in favor will say aye.” 
A loud chorous of ayes greeted this mock resolution, and as Cockburn descended 
from the rostrum, the soldiers stacked the furniture in piles and applied the torch. 
Similar scenes were enacted in the Senate Chamber, the Library, and all the other 
rooms. Soon the flames burst through the windows, and with a noise like thunder 
mounted high in the air. 

“While viewing this melancholy spectacle in the diminishing twilight, Ewell 
turned and saw his own house lighted up in every window. Thinking it was on 
fire he almost ran in that direction. Coming nearer he discovered to his relief 
that his first impression was a mistake. His home was illuminated not by fire 
but by lamps. Wondering as to the cause he rushed into the house and was met 
by a British officer. 

***May I ask what you are doing in my house, sir?’ he asked. ‘This is the 
headquarters of General Ross and Rear Admiral Cockburn,’ the officer calmly 
replied. Dr. Ewell could only accept the inevitable, and turning to leave started 
for the door, when a firm but kindly voice stopped him, saying, ‘Did I understand 
you to say that this is your house?’ The doctor turned and looked into the face 
of a kindly looking man wearing a general’s uniform. 

‘““*T am General Ross,’ continued the easy but commanding voice. ‘What is 
your name?’ ‘Dr. Ewell.’ ‘Have you a family, Doctor?’ ‘Yes, a wife and two 
daughters.’ ‘Where are they?’ ‘At a neighbor’s house.’ ‘Why have they fled?’ 
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‘They did not know what to expect.’ ‘I am sorry, Doctor, to have inconvenienced 
them. I have a family myself including several sweet children. Bring your 
family back and I will move out of your house.’ This sort of demeanor on the 
part of a conqueror mitigated considerably the ugly feelings which had surged 
within the doctor’s breast. He expressed his appreciation of the general’s offer, 
but went over to the house and spent the night where his family was located. 

“While the work of burning the Capitol was going on a considerable number of 
English soldiers were marching west on Pennsylvania Avenue. 

“When they came to 15th Street they divided into squads. One entered the 
southeast executive building or Treasury, a second the southwest, or War and 
Navy Building, while the third went into the President’s house and by 9 o’clock 
all three structures were in flames. The whole sky over the city was lit with a 
red glare. Tongues of flame shot skyward and clouds of black smoke filled the 
air. Those of the terrified inhabitants who dared to come out in the streets could 
only look on with horror and dismay. Over in the southeastern part of the city 
another scene of arson and devastation was being enacted. Explosions were heard 
and a big blaze could be seen. From its location and great size it was apparent 
that the navy yard was on fire. A squad of British soldiers had been sent with 
orders to destroy it, but they were spared their pains for the American commander 
had applied the torch and consigned the great depot to the flames. The value of 
the property destroyed was over $400,000.”’ 

Mr. Co.ket. We have asked a member of our Society, Mr. Harold 
D. Eberlein of Philadelphia, who has studied the history of this house 
in comparison with the history of the houses of elsewhere in the 
District of Columbia, to make a statement at this time. 

Mr. Eberlein is an author of a great many books on the history of 
houses of architectural interest, both in this country and abroad. 


Mr. Eberlein. 
Senator McNamara. How do you do, sir. 


STATEMENT OF HAROLD D. EBERLEIN, MEMBER, COLUMBIA 
HISTORICAL SOCIETY 


Mr. Exsertern. It would be a deplorable thing to demolish the 
Sewall Belmont House. It would mean destruction of one of the 
few remaining visible reminders of Washington’s history. Those 
visible reminders call attention and they are focal points of enacting 
the history and reminding as nothing else can, be it a bronze tablet, 
a historical marker or a pole, certain events, and when people get 
those dramatic events fixed in their minds—and dramatic events are 
the things that do stick in their minds—it recalls the whole circum- 
stances or antecedent circumstances and the subsequent events. 

For instance, it recalls the shots that were fired from the Sewall 
Belmont House on the 24th of August, and reminds people not only 
of the Battle of Bladensburg, but also the burning of the Capitol, the 
burning of the navy yard, the burning of the White House, the flight 
of the people, and also, all the subsequent events which led to Francis 
Scott Key going to rescue Dr. Beane and eventually writing of the 
Star-Spangled Banner. It brings the whole association to mind. 

There are too few of those visible reminders remaining in Wash- 
ington and the few that are remaining are not always well taken care 
of. For instance, the Independence House and seven buildings and 
the Executive Mansion—too many of them have gone. They have 
an educational value, too. There is an enormous crowd of people 
coming every year to Washington from all over the country and when 
they see those things, they are impressed. The visual reminder calls 
to mind the rest of the history. It promotes patriotism and national 
pride. 
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Now, there is another angle to be considered for those who have no 
regard for historical monuments and that is the purely financial asset 
that those buildings are, all of them, taken together. One of the com- 
missioners in Virginia told me sometime ago, the amount of good, 
hard cash brought into Virginia each year by people who drive their own 
cars into the State. 

They did not keep track of the people who came in by bus, by train 
or by boat. It was only the people who drive their own cars, and when 
I was called upon to protest to some people in Philadelphia, who had 
no regard for old buildings, I said, ‘“But, you like dollars and cents 
don’t you?” “Oh, yes, yes.”’ 

Now, I said, “If somebody were to give you $500,000, what would 
you do with it? Put it in a bank and let it stay there drawing no 
interest?” I said, “You would be several kinds of a fool if you did. 
You would invest it. It would be an asset.’’ 

I said that here around you, you have an incalculable asset which 
you are allowing to lie idle—the historic buildings. How much do 
you think those people brought into Virginia? ‘‘Well,’’ they said, 
‘perhaps a million dollars.”” I said, “In that particular vear, it was 
$24 million.” That same Commissioner told me that they expected 
the returns next year would be $300 million. 

All right now, there is an enormous number of people coming 
to Washington each year. I am told that the tourist traffic to 
Washington several years ago brought in $195 million. This was 
brought up at a meeting the chamber of commerce staged in Phil- 
adelphia. Then they got very much stirred up because there was 
not a sufficient amount of tourist traffic coming to Philadelphia. It 
was their own fault. However, they got a very intelligent and 
capable man from Washington to manage the visitors and convention 
bureau, a branch of the Sains of commerce, Mr. Kauffman, who 
managed the Mayflower for many years. He was perfectly amazed 
when he saw what there was in Philadelphia and he realized the value 
of those things. 

Now, New York is trying desperately to save every fragment of 
what has been left. They have not a patch on what Washington City 
has and it would be madness, from the purely utilitarian point of 
view, to sacrifice one of those monuments. Personally, I feel that all 
of those monuments are educational. It is the dramatic events that 
fix themselves in people’s minds, if they know about the shots that 
were fired from the Sewall Belmont House—they connect the whole 
train of events, both before and after, and it certainly contributes to 
national price and patriotism. 

Thank you. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you very much. 

Now, we have some 12 more names on our list and if we are going to 

o through them all, we are going to have to take a recess, since the 
Semade is in session and it will be necessary for me to be on the floor 
very soon. 

It appears that we will have to postpone the balance of the hearing, 
although I recognize some of these people are from out of town, until 
tomorrow morning, unless we can have very brief statements or put 
statements in the record. 

Miss Newe.u. We have Mr. Leisenring, who is from the American 
Institute of Architects. He said that his statement is very brief, if 
we have time for that? 
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Senator McNamara. If we have time for that, what then? 

Miss Newe.u. We have quite a number of others and I will have 
to ask them if they can come back tomorrow. 

Senator McNamara. We would be glad to receive statements from 
those who have them prepared, if there are such. 

Miss NEWELL. We would like to go on tomorrow, then. 

Senator McNamara. We will be glad to listen to the gentleman 
on that basis, with the understanding after this, we will adjourn until 
10 o’clock. 

Mr. Letsenrina. This is very brief, sir. 


STATEMENT OF L. M. LEISENRING, AREA PRESERVATION OFFICER 
FOR THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS AND CHAIR- 
MAN OF THE WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN CHAPTER, COM- 
MITTEE ON THE PRESERVATION OF HISTORIC BUILDINGS 


Mr. Letsenrina. It is urgently recommended that in the extensions 
of the grounds surrounding the Capitol Building the historic Robert 
Sewall site with its building—generally known as the Belmont House— 
be preserved. 

Aside from its historic background the main building now super- 
ficially altered, with its north wing and old carriage house, is a fine 
example of the early Federal mansions built in the area surrounding 
the Capitol—now so few remaining. 

Other statements will present more fully the story of its history. 
This is a plea from the standpoint of architects for its preservation on 
the basis of its own interest and value. 

Respectfully submitted, L. M. Leisenring, area preservation officer 
for the American Institute of Architects and chairman of the Wash- 
ington-Metropolitan chapter committee on the preservation of historic 
buildings. 

Senator McNamara. We are about to conclude these hearings, 
unless you have something to add. 

Miss Newett. I only wanted to say to the other representatives 
present that if they can come tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock, to 
please do so. 

Senator McNamara. You will have to inquire in this room where 
the meeting will be held. This room will not be available. If you 
will come kere, the staff will advise you what room we will be able to 
use. It will be somewhere adjacent to this space. 

The meeting is adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 12 o’clock, the subcommittee was adjourned to 
reconvene at 10 a. m., Tuesday, May 22, 1956.) 
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TUESDAY, MAY 22, 1956 
Unirep STaTEs SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON PusLic Works, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PuBLiIc BUILDINGS 
AND GROUNDS, 
Washington, BD: C. 
The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., in room P-—38, United States 
Capitol, Hon. Pat McNamara (chairman of the subcommittee) 
presiding. 
Present: Senators McNamara, Scott, and Hruska. 
Senator McNamara. The committee meeting will be in order, 
please. 
I think you were the young lady who had charge of the operation. 
Who is the next speaker? 


STATEMENT OF MISS MARY GLENN NEWELL, CHAIRMAN OF 
COMMITTEE ON PRESERVATION OF NATIONAL WOMAN'S 
PARTY HEADQUARTERS 


Miss Newe.u. Mr. Chairman, the testimony submitted yesterday 
and to be submitted today is in support of the proposal to exempt the 
Belmont property from the land to be purchased by the Government. 

Yesterday, we heard from several of our witnesses and this morning 
our first witness will be the president of the National Association of 
Women Lawyers, Mrs. Victoria V. Gilbert. Mrs. Gilbert is here to 
attend a 2-day conference called by the Attorney General on the con- 
gestion in the courts and because of her keen interest in our house, 
she has taken time out to come and speak before this committee. 

I present Mrs. Gilbert. 


STATEMENT OF MRS. VICTORIA V. GILBERT, THE NATIONAL 
ASSOCIATION OF WOMEN LAWYERS 


Senator McNamara. We are glad to have you, Mrs. Gilbert. 

Mrs. GitBerRT. Good morning. Mr. Chairman, members of the 
committee, and interested citizens: It is really a pleasure and an 
honor for me to come before this distinguished group and present first 
my feelings about the preservation of the historical Alva Sewall Bel- 
mont house. 

if 1 am not too presumptuous and if the Chair will bear with me 
I cannot speak on this subject unless I sort of resort to a little per- 
sonal feeling—I am the widow of Congressman Gilbert, who spent 
many vears here in the Capitol. He served on the Rules Committee 
and I am sure that he participated in hearings in this room many 
a time while he was chairman of the District of Columbia Committee. 
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I, myself, have had the honor to be the clerk of the Library Com- 
mittee of the House. Our office was located in close proximity to the 
Committee on Public Lands. I had close association with many of 
the distinguished meimbers of that committee at that time. 

I remember very well such gentlemen as Fritz Lanham, and many 
others, that served on that committee. The gentlemen that served 
on those distinguished committees felt closely and personally to proj- 
ects such as this kind. Our Government and those who serve our 
Government, are not going to lose sentimental values. 

Now, what measure or what value is charged to this movement 
anticipated with respect to the Alva Belmont house? Well, I believe 
that if everyone in the United States knew this subject was being 
entertained before your honorable committee this morning, Mr. Chair- 
man, there would be a stampede right out in the corridor of chis 
Capitol because women really do stampede when they have a project 
to present. You know that from the past and [ am sure that will 
noi happen today. 

1 am sentimental about the Alva Belmont house because I have 
learned to love the home. It is a shrine to me and every other woman 
in the United States and particularly the women lawyers. The 
women lawyers have met in that fine house and have discussed laws 
and proposals that are before the Government today, in an unselfish 
way, not entirely about what we will do for the Alva Belmont House 
as to its preservation, and there isn’t a selfish motive in any single 
woman that is to appear before you today, Mr. Chairman. 

We today, are very much interested in the cultural advancement 
of the United States and especially our Capitol. Just look out there— 
the groups of youngsters coming here today. Some of them will be 
leaders in the Government and some of them will be world-known 
architects and what are they going to look to in our Capitol? What 
pattern will they follow? Are they just going to look at square 
buildings built of Vermont marble? I love Vermont marble. I am 
very happy to see these wonderful structures of Indiana limestone, 
but are we going to see the architecture of the past in such replicas 
and such shrines as the Alva Belmont house? Are they going to say, 
“Well, what islost? Could it not be preserved?”’ 

What is our pattern? Will they have to search through the Library 
of Congress to see these patterns? Why not preserve them. They 
are loved; they are needed. Our Government is today inviting, at 
the expense of the taxpayers, hundreds and hundreds of persons on 
exchange programs, and as they roam around and as they come to 
visit the groups and the purposes for which they came over, they take 
time out to give the Capitol a bird’s-eye view, something to carry 
back to their country. 

When you go to France and go to Germany and go to Greece, what 
do you look at? Of course, you rush into a restaurant, but after you 
have eaten your meal, you want to see just what their buildings look 
like, what their women’s groups have as their centers and their meeting 
places. And, if they are going to say, ““We do not have any special 
meeting house here for our women lawyers; we do not have any special 
meeting house for our women that are interested in laws that affect 
them,’’—is that going to happen in Washington? 

You know, Washington is a very, very busy place. It is a crowded 
place, and it is expanding, but why not let those shrines rest? 
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Another thing, we know the British shot at that building over there, 
but what finer friendship has been cemented than through the British 
and Americans today? We do not mind referring to them as having 
shot at us at one time and that building was the aiming spot, for today, 
our relations are very closely knitted and there is a friendly relation- 
ship between the Americans and the British. That is why I call the 
Alva Belmont house ashrine, because it has served its purpose in cement- 
ing and uniting much closer the relationship between the British and 
the American citizens. 

The British like to come here and see the Alva Belmont house. 
Many visitors like to come there. I had the pleasure of attending a 
tea the other day with this Grecian woman lawyer; she was the guest. 
I was very, very happy to hear her remark about the pleasure it was 
for her to come and to be received at the shrine of the Alva Belmont 
house. She knew something about it. 

Now, there are many women law yers from foreign countries that 
are coming over and have been received at that house. Gentle men, 
I do not know whether you have ever even been at the Alya Belmont 
house, but, as a member of the advisory counsel, through its founder, 
Dr. Paul, may I extend a warm invitation to come over and sort of 
linger through the gardens and pass down the garden range. 

his morning, where I had reakfast, the brick and the floor of 
that range, that was wheelbarrowed over from the old Capitol—the 
building that once served as the old Capitol—and the women had it 
wheelbarrowed over to that spot, and the whole range, I would say 
about—I am not exaggerating, I hope—a 60-foot range is all paved 
with those brick. Then, as I clanced into the kitchen, there was an 
oven that is still working from. way back in the 1600’s, and the only 
one, and if I am not correct, please correct me, the only one in the 
United States. There is a similar oven in Williamsburg. 

We are all sort of proud when we take our visitors over to Williams- 
burg. Well, I am proud of Williamsburg, too, but our shrine here, 
the Alva Belmont house, could be a pride and joy for every one of us 
to view and to show. 

The Rockefellers have spent millions and millions of dollars in restor- 
ing Williamsburg. We want to build toward restoring the Alva Bel- 
mont House so that it will be a beautiful view for the visitors to come 
and see. 

Now, from a lawyer’s viewpoint, I wish to read my statement be- 
cause I understand it has been given out for publicity, so 1 want to 
be more exact. 

I wish to state that women lawyers in each one of the 48 States, as 
well as in the National Capital, have a deep personal interest in the 
preservation of this historic property. We feel that it is an integral 
part of the traditions and happenings on Capitol Hill which have 
marked the progress and success of our constitutional government; 
and also marked the development of our Capital City into a world 
capital. 

Important personages in the history of our Federal Government, 
and in the making and interpreting of our laws, have lived in or been 
visitors in this house. 

The story of Margaret Brent, who managed this property for her 
kinsman, the first Lord Baltimore, back in the 17th century, is of 
absorbing interest to women lawyers, This Englishwoman had a 
real knowledge of legal matters, according to old records and papers. 
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She demanded her rights under the law to a seat in the legislative 
council of the Colony and she has the right to be called one of the 
pioneer suffragists of America. 

Members of our organization have shared in the inspiration derived 
from the use of this historic old building, and trust that it will be 
saved as an inspiration to future generations of patriotic Americans. 

Now, may I say a word, if you will abide with me, Mr. Chairman, 
in behalf of the National Association of Women Lawyers. For the 
past year in the history of our association, it has been for the first 
time that we have established our headquarters, and by headquarters, 
I mean we do have our office in the American Bar Center in Chicago. 
It is very valuable to us to have that office in the American Bar Center, 
but we are so far removed from the pulsation of things of interest of 
Government and patriotic interests. 

We will lose that, Mr. Chairman, when we are left without our 
headquarters here in the Alva Belmont house. We women are 
interested in government, Mr. Chairman. You know that women 
play a big part in government today. Ralph Gilbert recognized that 
when he was chairman of the Subcommittee on the District, when he 
reviewed the laws of the District of descent and distribution, when 
they were not proper and correct. 

Through the present judge, Burnita Shelton Matthews, a research 
has been made and where was her headquarters? She did all of her 
work over at Alva Belmont house and that law has been corrected 
and perfected and the working center for the new law was right over 
there at the Alva Belmont house because she did all her work there. 
Her research was done in the Capitol and the Library of Congress. 

The close proximity of that wonderful shrine, the Alva Belmont 
house, is very valuable, not only to us women, but to the Government 
at large. 

Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, and members of the 
various citizens groups, I thank you and I appreciate this privilege of 
talking to you this morning. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you, Mrs. Gilbert. 

Miss Newe.u. Our next witness is a member of the Southeast 
Citizens Association. She is also a member of the Columbia His- 
torical Society and has made an intensive study of this house. I 
present Mrs. Mapheus Smith. 


STATEMENT OF MRS. MAPHEUS SMITH, SOUTHEAST CITIZENS 
ASSOCIATION AND COLUMBIA HISTORICAL SOCIETY 


Senator McNamara. Mrs. Smith, stand or sit, whichever you like. 

Mrs. Smiru. I think I prefer to sit. The Capitol Hill Southeast 
Citizens Association has a deep interest in anything affecting the area 
around the United States Capitol. This is not only our own well- 
loved neighborhood, but it is the Nation’s front yard, seen by every 
visitor to the city. We are extremely grateful to your committee for 
permitting us to present our views in this open meeting. 

The property at 144 Constitution Avenue NE., was ‘only one of the 
early mansions on Capital Hill. In architectural perfection and his- 
toric association it may have been surpassed by Duddington Manor 
with its great center hall 25 feet wide; or by Carroll Row, where 
Lincoln lived as a Congressman; by the houses along New Jersey 
Avenue SE., where at least 6 presidents lived or visited often; by the 
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Old Brick Capitol which was built, not with Government funds, but 
by private subscriptions from the pockets of residents of this city; 
by George Washington’s own 2 town houses; and by many, many 
others. But Alva Belmont house is the one which still stands so far. 
The others have long since been demolished, their fine old stairways 
and chandeliers and mantels carted off to Georgetown or elsewhere. 

That is not necessarily a dig at Georgetown, but in the last few 
years, there has been a great warping, it seems to me, of the surface 
of the city, that everything Southeast and Southwest, is being demol- 
ished or already has been demolished. The center of the city, nat- 
urally, has to yield to commerce and progress in general and George- 
town, on the other hand, has had an act of Congress which protects 
its history and much of it is rather synthetic. There are hundreds of 
houses out there with square bay window fronts which were built 
within my lifetime, which is getting to be sort of historic. 

But, it is going to be within only another couple of generations, 
that anybody coming to Washington will see raw and new buildings, 
maybe very beautiful and useful, but three-fourths of the city will be 
20th century, and the other portion of the city, one small portion, 
carried back to the 17th century, practically by importation of this 
and that. It is just a little out of proportion. 

The early history of this old Sewall home is well known. In its 
drawing room, Secretary of the Treasury Albert Gallatin signed in 
1803 one of the papers confirming the transfer of the Louisiana Pur- 
chase. Even the spacious garden surrounding the house is worthy 
of preservation, for it is the last of its size in this area. We could 
learn much from New York City where the old landmarks on Lower 
Manhattan are jealously protected although they occupy some of the 
most valuable land in the world. 

The number of United States Senators is now 96, and the number 
will never be greatly increased. The building now under construction 
will house for many generations all necessary offices and committee 
rooms. Storage space in a costly building of this kind can be held to 
a minimum because papers can now be microfilmed and books can 
travel on conveyor systems similar to the one now in use between the 
Library of Congress and the Capitol. 

As for the parking problem, it is one that should be faced immedi- 
ately, firmly, and courageously, before the whole city and the whole 
Government have capitulated to the automobile. In the beginning, 
Washington was called in derision, ‘“The City of magnificent distances.” 
The coming of the automobile made the term less apt, but the excessive 
number of cars is bringing other problems: if we build tall parking 
buildings, they are unsightly and expensive and the end never comes. 
If we demolish a hundred dwellings and proceed with the plans now 
blueprinted for a vast park around the Capitol’s working offices, then 
half of the car owners must park at such a distance—and with such 
unsightly results—that they walk as far to their offices as if they had 
sensibly lived on the Hill in the first place. 

We should begin to consider a variety of solutions. After all, the 
surface of the city is only 10 miles square, and if in the next few 
decades as much land is given over to cars as.has been given over in 
the past, then how will future generations forgive us for our short- 
sightedness? We can try underground parking, smaller cars, shuttle 
buses, public transportation systems—either surface, underground, or 
perhaps even helicopters—and easiest of all, living near the job. 
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We do not know—within the next 25 or 30 years, there might be 
some device which will be invented like a horizontal moving stairway 
or something. It is impossible to say what developments will come. 

The nearby sections of old southwest Washington have already 
been taken from the tax rolls and have been cleared of everything 
that once stood there. The Capitol Hill Southeast Citizens Associa- 
tion recommends, therefore that: 

(1) The southwest area be the first space considered for future 
public buildings within the city; 

(2) The squares to the north and south of beautiful East Capitol 
Street be carefully preserved as dwelling places for those who work in 
the nearby Capitol buildings; 

(3) Daingerfield, now called Alva Belmont House, be allowed to 
stand for at least another 156 years. 

Thank you. I do think that ali of the people that have spoken 
yesterday and today realize that when the Congress needs something, 
it — have something. We just want to be terribly sure that you 
need it. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you, Mrs. Smith. 

Miss Newe.u. Mr. Chairman, the representative from the Uni- 
versity Women’s Club of Washington is to be our next speaker, Miss 
Inez Josephine Gardner. Miss Gardner has done a great deal of 
research in the field of historic homes and I am sure she will have 
something of great value to add. 

Senator McNamara. Come forward, Miss Gardner. You may 
stand or sit, as you please. 


STATEMENT OF MISS INEZ JOSEPHINE GARDNER, UNIVERSITY 
WOMEN’S CLUB OF WASHINGTON 


Miss GARDNER. I am speaking for the University Women’s Club, 
1708 New Hampshire Avenue NW., to urge the preservation of this 
historic house. 

Obviously, the parts of this house have been constructed in different 
periods, the most recent part being the front and mansard roof. The 
center of the structure is the oldest part, with its huge fireplace and 
circular staircase and could, according to some architects, date back 
into the 1700’s, tradition has it that this oldest central part, which is 
a house in itself, was built in 1773 by the third Lord Baltimore as a 
wedding gift to his daughter. 

Now I pass to the records which I have seen. The records of this 
estate, that is to say of the property under discussion which are in the 
office of the District of Columbia’s Recorder of Deeds show that Robert 
Sewall’s deed from the District Commissioners is dated March 22, 
1799, for lot 2 in square 725, amount $400, and also that Robert 
Sewall’s deed from Daniel Carroll is dated August 8, 1799, for 2 lots 
numbered 1 and 32 in the same square, amount $600. 

The tax records of the year 1800, as quoted by Mrs. Effie Gwynn 
Bowie in her book, Across the Years in Prince Georges County, 1947, 
show the assessments on these lots of land and an additional assess- 
ment of $3,500—a large sum in those days—for improvements, “‘in- 
dicating that within the year the large brick house had been erected.” 

All of which documentary record proves that in the year 1800, 
when the legislative branch of Government moved from Philadelphia 
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into the a north wing of the Capitol, there stood, two of our 
present city blocks away, the completed townhouse of Robert Sewall. 

That was what Mr. Eberlein spoke of yesterday, the interest of 
having near the Capitol, an old house, vel as the gentlemen of the 
time lived in during that period. 

Mrs. Bowie, in her work cited above, quotes from wills. She finds 
that Robert Sewall owned in 1801 by inheritance the estate ‘His 
Lordship’s Kindness,” also known as Poplar Hill. In 1820, Robert 
Sewall willed his townhouse—the property under discussion, the 
Sewall Belmont House—to his wife and daughters. A daughter of 
Robert Sewall married Henry Daingerfield of Alexandria; a grand- 
daughter married Senator Barbour of Virginia. In 1922 the house 
passed out of the ownership of connections of the Sewalls and was 
bought by Senator Dale, of Vermont. In 1929, it was bought by the 
National Woman’s Party, the present owners. 

Some writers speak of the leasing of this house by Albert Gallatin, 
Secretary of the Treasury under Thomas Jefferson. 

Henry Adams, author of the Education of Henry Adams and 
A History of the United States, also wrote a Life of Gallatin, 1877, 
on page 302 of which he says: 

Of Gallatin’s social life, his private impressions, and his intimate conversation 
with the persons most in his confidence at this time, not a trace can now be 


recovered. After some intermediate Te oe he at last took a house on 
Capitol Hill, where he remained through his whole term of office. 


He then cites the incident of the British Army and the firing of the 
house. Then Adams goes on: 


it stood northeast of the Capitol on the Bladensburg Road— 


I assume that Maryland Avenue was known then as Bladensburg 
Road— 


and its close neighborhood to the Houses of Congress brought Mr. Gallatin 
into intimate social relations with the Members. The principal adherents of the 
administration were always on terms of intimacy in Mr. Gallatin’s house, and 
much of the confidential communication between Mr. Jefferson and his party in 
the Legislature passed through this channel. Nathaniel Macon, the Speaker; 
John Randolph, the leader of the House; Joseph H. Nicholson, one of its most 
active members; Wilson Cary Nicholas, Senator from Virginia; Abraham Baldwin, 
Senator from Georgia, and numbers of less influential leaders, were constantly 
here * * *. But the communication was almost entirely oral, and hardly a 
trace of it has been preserved either in the writings of Mr. Gallatin or in those of 
his contemporaries. 


And, I might add parenthetically, that Henry Adams Life of 
Gallatin has very interesting papers of the correspondence of Gallatin 
with Jefferson on the subject more especially of the Louisiana Pur- 
chase, which was a very elaborate matter to arrange to get $20 million 
or 60 million francs, which was, I think, $15 million of our dollars, 
across the sea in winter by sailing ship before Bonaparte changed his 
mind. 

However, Henry Adams does not identify the house Gallatin occu- 
pied. But, the “Planter’s Advocate,’”’ newspaper of Upper Marlboro, 
when printing the obituary on the death of Robert Sewall’s son, Col. 
Robert D. Sewall, which occurred on March 23, 1853, did identify 
Gallatin’s place of residence as follows: 

The townhouse of Robert Sewall * * * still stands handsome and digni- 
fied * * * It is on the northwest corner of Second and B Streets NE., at the 


intersection of Maryland Avenue. It has had an interesting history. It was at 
one time leased to Albert Gallatin. 
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Since Gallatin had died but 4 years before in 1849, it is resonable to 
suppose that the facts of his 12-year term of office would be clear in the 
records of local newspapers. But, I brought you some other testimony 
a little more interesting than books. 

Mrs. William H. Crawford, who lives at 222 Eighth Street NE., 
testifies—if I am using the right term, Mr. Chairman—that her 
husband, William H. Crawford, former newspaperman, often told her 
of Gallatin’s residence at 144 Constitution Avenue NE., and that 
details of the Louisiana Purchase were arranged there. 

Mr. Crawford, who died in 1950 at the age of 80, was the grandson 
of another William H. Crawford, who became Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in 1817. 

May I present Mrs. William Crawford. She is heré. 

(Whereupon, Mrs. Crawford stood up.) 

Senator McNamara. How do you do, Mrs. Crawford. 

Thank you, Miss Gardner. 

Are there any questions? Senator Scott? 

Senator Scorr. None. 

Senator McNamara. Senator Hruska? 

Senator Hruska. None. 

Senator McNamara. Who is your next witness, Miss Newell? 

Miss Newett. Mr. Chairman, yesterday, our hearing, as you know 
was called to a close. Mr. Colket from the Columbia ‘Historical 
Society, who had asked Mr. Eberlein to come down from Philadelphia. 
There were some things that he had hoped Mr. Eberlein would cover, 
which he did not do, and it was Mr. Colket’s intention to speak again 
and add those facts. However, he is not able to be here today, finding 
it necessary to leave town last night. He thought that Mrs. Callis 
might present that testimony, but Mrs. Callis ion is not able to be 
here today. 

It is information that is contained in the Columbia historical 
records, volume I, which is on file in the annex to the Library in the 
Jefferson reading room. 

Now, one of our most distinguished and valued witnesses was Mrs. 
Maud Proctor Callis, the daughter of John Clagett Proctor, probably 
one of the most distinguished historians of Washington. Mr. Proctor 
died recently at the age of 94. Mrs. Callis, his daughter, acted as his 
secretary and she is a historian in her own right. 

She is the newly elected historian of the Daughters of the American 
Revolution of the District of Columbia, and is a member of the 
Columbia Historical Society. Mrs. Callis has indicated her willing- 
ness to make a statement and include this information from volume 
I of the Columbia Historical records in her report. May we have 
your permission to file that statement later? 

Senator McNamara. Certainly. I hope you will be able to get it 
in soon because we want to get our report out. 

Miss NewE.u. We will get it in immediately. 

Our next witness is a very distinguished lady, the widow of the 
owner of Belmont House, Mrs. Porter Dale. Senator and Mrs. Porter 
Dale of Vermont bought that house and did a great deal of restoration 
work on it. Mrs. Dale is here with us and I would like to have her 
say a few words about the house. 

Senator McNamara. Mrs. Dale, we will be glad to hear from you. 
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STATEMENT OF MRS. PORTER DALE, FORMER OWNER OF THE 
BELMONT HOUSE 


Mrs. Date. My interest is entirely the interest to preserve the old 
house. In 1922, my husband and I passed the house for the first 
time and saw it. In a very few months, we possessed it. We meant 
to keep it for our home, but long about 1928, we sold it to the Woman's 
Party because my husband’s health began to fail very rapidly and 
he felt that he must dispose of as much property as he could. 

We looked about for someone who would cherish it as we had 
cherished it. We had spent a good deal of money restoring it and 
many of our friends came there to be entertained. We entertained 
quite a bit and we wanted to find someone who would cherish it, as 
I say, as we did, and the Woman’s Party were the ones that we chose. 

They bought it from us in 1929 and, as I say, my interest is chiefly 
in keeping the old house preserved. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you, Mrs. Dale. 

Miss Newell, do vou have another witness? 

Miss Newer. The National Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union occupies an office in our house and their legislative chairman, 
Miss Elizabeth Smart, is here and I would like for her to add ber 
testimony. 

Senator McNamara. We are glad to hear from Miss Smart at this 
time. 


STATEMENT OF MISS ELIZABETH SMART, NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE 
CHAIRMAN, NATIONAL WOMAN’S CHRISTIAN TEMPERANCE 
UNION 


Miss Smart. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am 
Miss Elizabeth Smart. My address is 144 Constitution Avenue NE., 
in the Alva Belmont House. 

Me am representing the National Woman’s Christian Temperance 
nion. 

With regard to the proposal made by Senator Hayden to exempt the 
Lord Baltimore property, 15,017 square feet in square 725, in the 
southeast corner of Constitution Avenue and Second Street NE., 
from the proposed condemnation of square 725 in which it stands, 
I would like to point out that this building is the oldest in the District 
of Columbia; that it antedates The Capitol; it goes back to the colonial 
history of America; figures in the War of 1812 and if destroyed there 
could be absolutely no replacement of this reminder of the very 
earliest history of the District of Columbia. 

Being connected with Lord Baltimore, the founder of Maryland 
and one of the significant figures in the establishment of America as a 
place of refuge for religious liberty, it also has significance not pos- 
sessed by other interesting and historic buildings. 

That there are surviving in the District of Columbia only 3 or 4 
places of historic memory and association dating back to the early 
history of America. In a Nation whose very existence has been 
wrapped up with the liberating of the human race from tyrannies over 
the mind and conscience of the people, it seems to me that in the 
struggle to preserve these liberties the preservation of such shrines is 
of particular significance. I feel that the Federal City would be the 
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poorer and American idealism and respect for freedom of conscience 
would suffer a very great loss if this generation were to destroy these 
living symbols. 

As the custodians of the freedoms of America in our Government 
today, I urge you to appreciate the value of these symbols in per- 
petuating our democracy and all the freedoms of the individual for 
which it stands. 

We are now attempting to restore and rehabilitate some of our 
historic shrines. Let us not leave future generations the poorer by 
substituting a parking lot or an office building for the irreplaceable 
monument which, after all, occupies comparatively little space in 
this section of the city. If a vista is opened up to bring out in promi- 
nence the historical buildings of the Capitol, the Congressional 
Library, and so forth, this building will fit perfectly into the picture 
and add dignity and significance. 

My organization is happy to join other lovers of American tradi- 
tions in urging you to spare it. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you, Miss Smart. 

Do you have any more witnesses, Miss Newell? 

Miss Newey. We have several more witnesses, Mr. Chairman. 
Is the representative here from the Maryland Historical Society? 
We were expecting former Senator Radcliffe. I suppose he has not 
come. 

Mrs. Forses, Senator Radcliffe wanted me to say that he considered 
this of the utmost importance to save this for the importance of 
Maryland because after all, it is a Maryland shrine. He is the 
president of the Historical Society of Maryland. 

Miss Newe.u. Thank you. Mr. Harry Scharff, president of the 
Society for Preservation of Virginia Antiquities did send in a state- 
ment which was included and sent in with Senator Hayden’s report 
yesterday. 

Senator McNamara. That is right. 

Miss Newetu. Also Congressman Charles E. Bennett, Member of 
Congress from Florida, has sent in a statement. 

I think we also have a statement from Mrs. Helen Duprey Bullock, 
historian, who is connected with the National Trust Fund for His- 
toric Preservation. Mrs. Bullock handed me her statement. 


STATEMENT OF MRS. HELEN DUPREY BULLOCK, HISTORIAN 
AND EDITOR OF QUARTERLY, NATIONAL TRUST FOR HIS- 
TORIC PRESERVATION, READ BY MISS NEWELL 


Miss NeweE ut. “I consider that there is very little left on Capitol 
Hill that recreates the atmosphere of its past; where these remnants 
of the past are still present, and still serving a useful function, they 
should be preserved and cherished.”’ Signed ‘Helen Duprey Bullock.” 

Is Mrs. Bowker here from the Chevy Chase Woman’s Club? 

(There was no response. ) 

Miss Newe.t. Mrs. Howard A. Coffin, Republican National Com- 
mitteewoman from the District of Columbia has not arrived but 
wanted to file a statement. 

Senator McNamara. We will be glad to have her statement if we 
can get it at an early date. 
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Miss NeweE .t. I also have Mrs. Peder Peterson Schmidt, origi- 
nally from Denmark and a student in the field of historic houses. 
Mrs. Schmidt. 


Senator McNamara. Glad to hear from you this morning 


STATEMENT OF MRS. PEDER PETERSON SCHMIDT, STUDENT IN 
THE FIELD OF HISTORIC HOMES 


Mrs. Scumipt. I just want to make an oral statement. I wish to 
speak from the heart and to the hearts of the Senators and others 
concerned about this center. 

Senator McNamara. Talk a little louder. The reporter wants to 
record what you are saying. 

Mrs. Scumipt. I happen to live at the center, as a member, and I 
live in what is commonly known as the Old Slave Quarters, and I 
hope that when this is preserved, that the entire property will be 

reserved, and that the little houses that are there will go with it 
ecause it is part of the charm and part of the historic setting. 

While I have stayed there, it has given me great pride in American 
history and tradition to have shown people through there, who have 
come to see me from around the ae. —people from Pakistan, people 
from Manila, and from different countries of Europe. They have 
come to visit me there and they have all enjoyed seeing it and going 
through it and learning a little bit of past American history. 

Being a native of Denmark—I lived there for the first 20 years of 
my life, and I was born and raised in a house 200 years old. The 
church I attended, prior to coming here, Viborg Domkirke, was built 
in the 12th century and it was as well kept as the national shrines 
here. All over Europe, anything that has to do with history, be it 
small, be it large, is preserved and kept up with great pride. 

That is what gives you national home feeling, and I have been 
been appalled—here in Washington—to see how landmark after land- 
mark has been destroyed. 

I have been a member of the Minnesota Historical Society for a 
number of years and IJ have done a great deal of work there to see that 
things are preserved in Minnesota. My husband and I have picked 
up an old grist mill in order to see that it was not turned into a tavern 
and to preserve it for future generations. 

I would like to here put in a word for the people of the 48 States 
and for each State individually, from the Minnesota Historical Society 
and all who feel as we do, that the few shrines that are left here in 
Washington, should be preserved. It is not for Washington alone, 
it is not for Maryland or Virginia, who are so closely attached to it, 
but it is for all the people from all the States and Territories that come 
here. It is their pride and their joy and it is what they can bring 
back home with them to tell their people about. 

A teacher, who was just recently over there, discussed the history 
of the place. She was going home to a school in Illinois and give 
lectures to all the classes on what she had seen, particularly this bit 
of past history. Our history has been taken out of our schoolbooks 
over here and it is this bit of visual evidence that is left that is of 
great interest which should be preserved. 

I think also, from what I have heard, that nothing has been said 
about Mrs. Belmont who gave this house to the National Woman’s 
Party. She was a woman who went all over, as I understand it, for 
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equality of women. I have not had a chance to see or read her 
material but there are shelves of books and clippings from newspapers 
of the work she did, in the library. I understand that people come 
continuously to this library to see and study the records that are kept 
there. They have a very valuable library which should be preserved 
and is of particular interest to women. 

There is a little statement here which I feel fits in this particular 
picture: 

Make no little plans; they have no magic to stir up men’s blood, and probably 
themselves, will not be realized. Make big plans; aim high in hope and work, 
remembering that a noble, logical diagram once recorded will never die, but long 
after we are gone, will be a living thing, asserting itself with ever-growing insistency. 
Remember that our sons and grandsons are going to do things that would stagger 
us. Let your watchword be order and your beacon beauty. 


I think that pertains to this particular situation, that we should 
try to preserve what there is here that is a point of order and beaut 

There is something about that garden over there—it has an Old 
World charm, which is hard to describe. You will have to go and see 
it. You will have to walk through that place to understand that it has 
something which you do not find in any of the modern places or in 
any of the future things. 

Whatever you wish to do with it, whether it is going to be kept for 
the Woman’s Party, who will stay there, or be made into whatever 
you wish to do with it, I hope and pray that anyone who reads this, 
will take this all into consideration and preserve it for future posterity. 

Thank you. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you. 

Miss Newetu. Mr. Chairman, I believe that covers all of the wit- 
nesses who are here. May we file statements from Senator Radcliffe, 
and others, who are not here? We also had another witness, Mrs. 
Peter Horn from Coronado, Calif., who had to leave. She has made a 
great study of historical houses and she would like to file a statement. 

I believe that Mrs. Miller yesterday expressed the feeling of all the 
members of the Woman’s Party, that while we do not want to lose our 
home, our headquarters, the thing that means the most to vs, is to have 
it preserved for the future. 

I remember when the General Accounting Office was built—I was 
employed in the General Accounting Offic e—and they did exclude that 
corner lot for old St. Marys Church. I think the same thing could be 
done here, to exclude this corner, and even if we could not keep it as 
a headquarters, if it was used as a museum or for some other historical 
purpose, I think we would all feel very gratified. 

I hope the committee will give the testimony which has been pre- 
sented and will be presented in the form of statements their careful 
consideration, and we hope that you will decide to let us keep it. 
Thank you. 

Senator McNamara. You may be assured, Miss Newell, that we 
will give not only your testimony, but the testimony of all the other 
ladies who appeared here, every ‘consideration. 

Miss Newexu. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator McNamara. I want to thank you all for being here. I am 
sure you have been a great help to the committee. Your testimony 
would be impossible for us to get in any other matter. 

Mrs. Scumipt. May I ask a question? In regard to the rest of the 
property, would it be possible to file a statement within a day or two? 
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Senator McNamara. If you have any statement you want in the 
record regarding other property in the area, we would be glad to have 
it filed with the committee and it will be given the same consideration. 

Mrs. Scumipt. Thank you very much. 

Senator Hruska. I want to join you, Mr. Chairman, in expressing 
appreciation that we all shoul have, and have, I am sure, for these 
ladies coming in here to fill out the record in this way. I know it 
will be very valuable information and will be of great service and 
purpose. 

Senator McNamara. Senator Scott? 

Senator Scorr. I would like to join with you and Senator Hruska 
here, in that we can never do too much toward getting information 
for the record, and saying so, on these old historic shrines, not only 
here, but elsewhere. 

What the committee may find it necessary to do, I am not prepared 
to say yet, but it is very important to get this in the record and it will 
be a record for all time. As I said, what we term is best to do, we are 
not ready to say yet, of course, but certainly, we ought to get all of 
this pointed up. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you, Senator Scott. It seems to 
complete our public hearing. Again, thank you for your cooperation. 
Additional statements received will be included in the record at this 
point. 

(The statements referred to are as follows:) 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
May 22, 1956. 
Hon. Patrick V. McNamara, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds Committee on Public 
Works, United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. CuHatrRMAN: Your Public Works Subcommittee is holding hear- 
ings in the morning on Senate bill 3704 which authorizes the acquisition of addi- 
tional property for expansion of the United States Capitol Grounds. Certain of 
the property to be acquired under provisions of this measure is the Alva Belmont 
House, located at 144 Constitution Avenue NE. 

I am confident that the members of the subcommittee are well acquainted with 
this beautiful old house located a block to the east of the Senate Office Building. 
The Alva Belmont House built on land at one time owned by Lord Baltimore is 
one of the oldest homes in this entire area and has great historical significance 
both to the State of Maryland as well as to the entire Nation. It was once owned 
by Robert Sewell, a member of a distinguished Maryland family, and was the 
residence of Albert Gallatin, Secretary of the Treasury in Jefferson’s Cabinet. 
The Alva Belmont House has been the scene of many historical events, not the least 
important of which was the payment of this country’s obligation to the French 
under the Louisiana Purchase Agreement. During the past century the Alva 
Belmont House has been the home of many other distinguished Americans and 
for many years has been the headquarters of the National Woman’s Party. 

I feel that this fine old home sbould be preserved. While I have a complete 
understanding of our needs for additional facilities on Capitol Hill, | urge that you 
give the utmost consideration to any alternatives which allow for the preservation 
of the Alva Belmont House. 

Sincerely yours, 
JoHN MARSHALL BUTLER, 
United States Senator. 


May 22, 1956. 
Hon. Par McNamara, 


Chairman, Public Works Subcommittee, 
United States Senate. 
My name is Mrs. Reba H. Peck. I represent the Maryland branch of the 


National Woman’s Party and my address is 829 North Charles Street, Balti- 
more 1, Md. 
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Maryland women, who have long been interested in preserving the historical 
landmarks of the State, consider the Alva Belmont house of ranking historical 
value because it was part of the original Lord Baltimore grant made to Sir George 
Calvert. As women they are particularly interested because it and other parts 
of the Lord Baltimore estate were administered by Margaret Brent, a kinswoman 
of Lord Baltimore, who is generally acknowledged by historians to be the first 
American woman to demand her rights as a citizen. She actually administered 
the affairs of the Maryland colony, but when she demanded the right to sit in 
the legislature, her request was refused. However, the denial to her of her 
rights as a citizen did not nullify her importance in the history of Maryland, as 
is attested by the fact that her name now stands on Margaret Brent Hall, Uni- 
versity of Maryland, and in Brentwood, a suburb of the city of Washington. 

Alva Belmont house is the latest of several names which have been applied 
to this historical house. Originally, it was part of the estate known as Dudding- 
ton Manor. In 1664 the name of the estate was changed to Cerne Abbey Manor. 
In the early 18th century it became the home of the Carroll family and in the 
late 18th century it became known as the Sewall House for Robert Sewall, well 
known in Maryland history. 

During Thomas Jefferson’s administration Sewall House was rented to the 
cane of the Treasury, Albert Gallatin, who used it as his office as well as 

is home. 

In 1814 as the British marched toward the Capitol, Commodore Barney and 
his men fired upon the advancing forces from the windows of Sewall House, 
killing General Ross’s horse. In reprisal the general ordered the house burned. 
: was restored by Mr. Sewell and on his death in 1822, was left to his wife, Mary 

rent. 

The property later descended to Susan and Ellen Daingerfield, daughters of 
Susan I. B. Sewall and Henry Daingerfield. Susan married John Strode Barbour 
who became Senator from Virginia. Following the death of Ellen Daingerfield 
the property suffered neglect until 1922, when it was purchased and restored by 
Senator and Mrs. Porter H. Dale, of Vermont. In 1929 the property was pur- 
chased by the National Woman’s Party, for use as headquarters of the party. 

Calvert, Brent, Carroll, Sewall, Daingerfield, and Barbour—doesn’t this sound 
like a reading of Maryland history? 

I am sure that Margaret Brent, if she were alive today, would rejoice to know 
that the women of Maryland are still sponsoring women’s rights and that the 
realization of these rights will come in the not too distant future. I am sure also 
that she would be happy to know that the National Woman’s Party, whose sole 
purpose is “to advance the status of women,” is at home in Alva Belmont House 
and that the party is seeking to preserve the historic house for all Americans. 


NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR PREVENTION OF Wak, 


Washington, D. C., May 22, 1956. 
Hon. Patrick V. McNamara, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Senator McNamara: I noticed in the papers this morning that you 
presided at a hearing yesterday where the question of extending the Capitol 
Grounds to include a large area was under consideration. The site of the National 
Woman’s Party Building was included in the proposed extension. 

It happens that, as our letterhead shows, our present office is on the ground 
floor of the Woman’s Party Building. We are interested in saving this building 
from being demolished not simply for our own convenience but because it is a 
building of historic significance. It dates from before the War of 1812, and may 
fairly be called a landmark. We hope strongly that it will be spared. 

Sincerely yours, 
Freperick J. Lipsy, 
Executive Secretary. 


STaTEMENT IN Support oF S. 3704 To THe ComMITTEE ON PuBiic Works, 
Unirep States SENATE 


In support of 8. 3704 and its purpose to obtain, in time, the said squares 725- 
724, so that they may become all Government property, plus becoming an attrac- 
tion for all Washington visitors, I wish to respectfully suggest the following, in 
three parts, each to be developed further individually for clarification: 
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1. Suggested changes in the bill S. 3704 ineluded herewith, then to be 
passed by Congress this session. 
2. The consideration of present owners and tenants. 
3. Ths disposition of the property and its care during the 10-year period. 
1. Said property having been referred to as “perhaps not being needed the next 
20 years’”’ or “being needed for parking lots’’—the last I do not agree with; cars 
today having reached their maximum size, their minimum being about one-third 
of the maximum—the present minimum can be the maximum 10 years hence, 


ily. 

Logically the financial situation will be such that there will be no buyers for 
the large cars to the extent there has been, whereas, small imported cheap cars 
will flood the market forcing home production down to the same level to compete 
in cash, etc., so suddenly we will find ourselves with too much parking space, 
also other modes of transportation. 

The Senate itself does not have the problem the House has of continually 
— to add more space for new Members; so for offices the Senate will not 
need it. 

But definitely I agree that it should be under trusteeship as all other property 
should be in close proximity of the Capitol Grounds, so that nothing be estab- 
lished in the future to mar the beauty and obscure the real significance and proper 
setting of the Government of the United States of America. 

With that in mind I have suggested a few simple changes in the bill in order 
to have the property come under guardianship-trusteeship, or whatever else it 
could be named, for the next 10 years, to be kept under control so that no new 
homes or places of business, etc., could be put up—but the status quo remaining 
until, for natural causes or other reasons, it was gradually turned over to the 
Senate Office Building Commission or general Capitol Grounds control, as United 
7s et: Time would then tell how best to utilize it. 

. The 


consideration of present owners and tenants is a problem I have given 
considerable thought, although knowing but very few of them. Having at times 
been buying my groeeries in Lueille’s Delicatessen, 135 C Street NE., Washing- 
ton, when coming home from work late at night, by chance got to discuss this 
problem with the owner there, and my concern and wish to do something about 


it, to see that any usable home, etc., in good condition was not torn down, but 
made good use of, until the site was really needed for something worthwhile, for 
the future of the United States of America. 

Yesterday at the Belmont House hearing asked about the opportunity of filing 
a statement to be included in the record regarding the rest or the property in 
queen, was told it would be possible for me to do so. Later I was told at the 

ucille’s store that if I could leave it there for a day or so, perhaps others could 
read it, sign it also—or just concur with certain points in it. Which is what I 
will do tomorrow morning, leaving it there when | go to work. 

This evening I had a phone call from her. Alfred H. Terry, who, upon hearing 
my ideas, stated to me that the members of his church, which is held on his prop- 
erty and he himself would be right behind me, in favor and support of this recom- 
mended idea or solution to the present situation. Also had a call from another 
family, who, when they have read this will either sign this or concur with it in 
part, or file a statement of their own in conjunction with this as others may also 
do. There may be many left out who would like to do the same if they were 
aware of this statement. I have been unable to write this down sooner or spend 
more time on it due to time limitations. 

3. I would like to add my plea to the veterans that they be allowed to go 
ahead with their own building as planned by them.. Who knows, but God what 
the future holds for us and our Nation. Perhaps in 10 years’ time the veterans 
will be more than happy to turn their memorial over to our Government and have 
it cared for as is other memorials; thus they would be sure of their part in American 
history being perpetually cared for and preserved for posterity. 

For any property now condemned, it would take only a nominal sum to take 
over and erase. I think there are some such houses here on Second Street past 
212 where I live, toward C Street, said space when cleared, could perhaps be used 
in connection with the New Senate Office Building, when that is finished. 

In the meantime, it could or would be a welcome play spot for the tots of this 
neighborhood, as they are left pitifully little space, since their one playground 
closest to here was taken over for a parking lot. 

As for the rest of the property to be kept up by owners or tenants to conform 
with city regulations, the exterior and front lawns must be kept up in the proper 
perspective in regards to its location. The interior likewise, but as it suits its 
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occupants, be they owners or tenants. If changes of ownership should become 
necessary for one reason or another, that such would be under supervision and 
with consent of trusteeship or what the controls name will be. 
God bless our land, America. 
(Signed) Mrs. Peper P. Scamrprt, 
144 Constitution Avenue NE. 
(Signed) Rev. Atrrep H. Terry, 
131 C Street NE. 
(Signed) Heten F. Perrone, 
135-187 C Street NE. 


P. S.—Others who wished to sign this but had no opportunity will sign a 
duplicate copy which will be presented to the committee when the members meet 
again on this issue. 

Respectfully submitted. 


(Signed) Mrs. Peper P. Scumipr. 


REsOLUTION BY Capito. HILt Restoration Society, WasHtneton, D. C. 


(Unanimously approved by the membership at the regular meeting held May 9, 


Be it hereby resolved, That the Capitol Hill Restoration Society takes objection 
to the inclusion of the premises known as the Alva Belmont House, 144 Constitu- 
tion Avenue NE., in Senate bill S. 3704, calling for taking of the remainder of 
square 725 in the District of Columbia. 

Being primarily interested in restoring the former elegance of Capitol Hill, 
the society feels that the Alva Belmont House should be excluded from the bill. 
Such a taking would destroy a house rich in heritage, and exceeded perhaps only 
by the White House and the Capitol itself. In fact, the Belmont House was 
originally built in 1793, before the completion of the White House. 

Since epochs of history have passed, the house itself has contributed a share. 
The check for the Louisiana Purchase was signed in the front room, and patriots 
of America offered the British their only opposition when they marched into: 
Washington, from the windows of the old edifice. 

We therefore ask that this building and its grounds be excluded from the bill. 


Ricuarp H. StrinGrELLow, President. 





STATEMENT OF Hon. CHARLES E. BENNETT, MEMBER OF CONGRESS 


It has come to my attention that there is a possibility that the Federal Govern- 
ment may acquire the so-called Alva Belmont House, 144 B Street NE., on 
Capitol Hill. 

If it is the intention of the Federal Government to preserve this building as a 
historic shrine, then I would have no objection to the acquisition of the building. 
However, I vigorously protest the acquisition by the Federal Government of this 
building if the intention is to level the area for the building of other buildings on 
the land. There are not any very great number of historic buildings still remain- 
ing in the Capitol Hill area and as the Government buildings expand in this area 
I believe that the few remaining historic buildings should be retained and utilized’ 
as esthetically and as effectively as possible. A part of the strength of America 
is its fine traditions and history, and although new Government buildings have 
their own contribution to make to an area, the historic ones cannot be reclaimed 
in years to come. For these reasons, I vigorously protest the acquisition of this 
building if it is intended to be removed; but I would see no objection to the Fed- 
eral Government acquiring the area if it is to be maintained as a historic shrine 
without destruction of the building. 

There may be other considerations which the Federal Government should have 
relative to allowing the Woman’s National Party to retain ownership; for instance, 
if all the Federal Government is going to do is to acquire the building for a historic 
shrine, then it would seem to me that the title could just as efficiently be left in 
the hands of the Women’s National Party, who have been maintaining it, and 
allow the general public to see it in a very generous way. 
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WaASHINGTON-METROPOLITAN CHAPTER 
OF THE AMERICAN INsTITUTE oF ARCHITECTS, INC., 
Washington, D. C., May 11, 1956. 


The Vice PRESIDENT, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 


Sir: In accordance with the following resolution, passed at a meeting of the 
,, Washington-Metropolitan Chapter of the American Institute of Architects on 
May 9, 1956, we submit to your attention: 

“Whereas the Capitol is by general consent the most historic and as it stands 
one of the most beautiful buildings in the country; and 

“‘Whereas the central portion preserves intact the work of three of the greatest 
American architects, Thornton, Latrobe, and Bulfinch, as when completed in 
1829; and 

“Whereas there is now being studied by the Architect of the Capitol and his 
consultants changes to the existing central portion of the building: Therefore be it 

“Resolved, That the Washington-Metropolitan Chapter of the American In- 
stitute of Architects both for aesthetic and historic reasons opposes any changes 
which would alter in material or design this central portion of the building, and 
recommends that if additional space be necessary, it should be taken care of by 
other means; 

“And that the American Institute of Architects, through its committee on the 
National Capital and its committee on the preservation of historic buildings, exert 
its strongest influence to oppose any alteration to the Capitol which would conflict 
with the sense of this resolution. 

“And that a copv of this resolution be forwarded at once to the board of directors 
of the American Institute of Architects, the resolution committee of the Los 
Angeles convention of the American Institute of Architects, the Vice President 
of the United States, the Speaker of the House, the minority leader of the Senate, 
the minority leader of the House, the Architect of the Capitol, and to all other 
chapters of the American Institute of Architects.” 

Very truly yours, 
J. Row.Lanp Snyper, Secretary. 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. Peter Horne, Coronapo, CaAtir. 


I am Hazel M. Horne (Mrs. Peter), of Coronado, Calif. 

I attended the hearing on Monday, May 21, on the bill proposing purchase by 
the Government of certain land which includes the Alva Belmont House, 144 
Constitution Avenue NE., the property of the National Woman’s Party. I had 
hoped to add my testimony to that of others in support of the proposal to exempt 
that part of the land occupied by the Alva Belmont House and its gardens, but 
had to leave before the hearing was concluded and before I had an opportunity 
to speak in order to catch the plane for California on which I had a reservation. 

I believe if the committee could take time to see the Alva Belmont House they 
would recommend the preservation of that beautiful and historic house. 

My sister, Mrs. Izetta Jewel Miller, and I have had faith that the house would 
be left intact and so have furnished a room in memory of our mother, Mrs. Jewel 
Kenney, with beautiful antique furniture from the home of former Representative 
William G. Brown, of Kingwood, W. Va. 

We need to keep our historical buildings for future generations. 


STATEMENT OF Mrs. Louis E. Cauuis, WasHiInGtTon, D. C. 


I am Maud Proctor Callis (Mrs. Louis E.), daughter of the late John Claggett 
Proctor, historian. As my father was, I am a member of the Columbia Historical 
Society. 

I attended the hearing on S. 3704, Monday morning, May 21, but was unable 
to return the following morning for its continuation. I listened to the statements 
made at the hearing by other members of the Columbia Historical Society, Mr. 
Colket, Mr. Eberlein, and Mr. Leisenring, the latter representing the American 
Institute of Architects, and I concur in all they said. I feel strongly that the 
Alva Belmont House should be excluded from the property sought to be acquired 
4 the Government, as it is one of the last historical landmarks left on Capitol 

ill. 

I do wish to add one historical reference and that is the account by Dr. James 
Ewell of the invasion and burning of Washington by the British on August 24, 
1814. This is entitled ‘‘Unwelcomed Visitors to Washington” and is included in 
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volume 1, No. 2, of the Columbia Historical Records, beginning on page 55. I 
quote that portion of this account which has reference to the Alva Belmont House, 
then the house of Mr. Sewall on the northwest corner of Second Street and Mary- 
land Avenue NE-.: 

“About twilight the enemy made his appearance in the city which was an- 
nounced by the firing of muskets from the house of Mr. Sewall. (Foornote.— 
Mr. Sewall’s house was on the northwest corner of Second Street and Maryland 
Avenue NE.) The fire of our men from Mr. Sewall’s house killed two British 
soldiers, wounded several others, and killed the horse of Major General Ross. 
The consequence was, this house was immediately set on fire and much valuable 
furniture consumed with it.” 

As a part of his testimony, Mr. Colket filed a book entitled ‘‘Road to Washing- 
ton’’ which contains an account of this same event, but, as he stated, it is a second- 
ary account. I therefore thought it would be well to furnish this additional 
account by Dr. Ewell as contained in the Columbia Historical Records, as it is 
a@ primary account. 


(Whereupon, at 10:55 a. m., Tuesday, May 22, 1956, the subeom- 
mittee was adjourned.) 


x 











